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CURRENT TOPICS. 
Wer ARE GLAD TO LEARN that the preliminary arrange- 
nents with reference to the official referees have now 
igen settled, and that their appointments will shortly be 


smounced 





AccoRDING TO PRESENT ARRANGEMENTS the Divisional 
(yurt constituted under section 45 of the Judicature Act, 
1913, will sit in the court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, at 
lincoln’s-inn, to hear appeals from decisions of county 
outs in the exercise of their equitable jurisdiction. 
The Divisional Court will be presided over by the learned 
Vice-Chancellor, and the day of sitting will probably be 
the 8th of February. 





Tux azsurD and almost childish controversy about the 
ineription on the tombstone of the daughter of the 
“Reverend” Henry Keet, in Owston Ferry church- 

has ended in the manner we anticipated.* The 
judicial Committee of the Privy Council has decided 
that “Reverend,” like “Esquire,” is now a mere 
tile of courtesy, and certainly does not import 
thatthe bearer of it, at all events as and because he is a 
Wesleyan minister, is entitled to reverence. To persons 
vho do not live in the learned twilight of the Bishop of 
lincoln this decision can cause no surprise. It is ad- 
nitted, upon all sides, that there must be some control 
aercised over churchyard monuments, but that control 
mst be exercised according to reasonable rules. At 
present the Bishop has a discretion, through his Chan- 
cllor, to give or to refuse a faculty for a monument ; 
md in most cases that discretion, we may assume, is 
aercised in a becoming spirit. But even bishops 
ae not infallible, so that it is fortunate that their 
decisions are examinable in a court of appeal. It 
certainly seems hard that Mr. Keet should have had to 
tablish his right to the harmless title of “ Reverend ” 
by means of an expensive law suit. Still it is not only 
inecclesiastical matters that courts of first instance go 
wong, and in all cases the expense of correcting their 
nistakes is considerable. Meanwhile, we can attach no 
general importance to the decision in Mr. Keet’s case. It 
foves nothing, unless, indeed, the fact that the Bishop 
of Lincoln was not very wise or was very ill-advised. 





Tue Spectator is much exercised by the fact that Mr. 
Disraeli’s Solicitor-General is as yet without a seat in 
Parliament. “Here is a gentleman,” says our contem- 
porary, “ confessedly qualified in every way for the post 
which he has been appointed, who may yet be obliged 
toresign it from sheer inability to get into the House of 
Commons,” But why should Sir Hardinge Giffard be 
dbliged to resign because he cannot get a seat? It is 
te that custom prescribes that both Attorney and 
folicitor-General should sit in Parliament. But is it 
10t, perhaps, a custom more honoured in its breach than 
in its observance? In Ireland it is now considered 
tough if one law officer is a member. Why should not 
the same rule prevail in England? Surely the keen, 

contestsin Westminster Hail are more likely, 
@ atleast as likely, to produce an efficient law officer 
% the humours of a political election or the heats of a 





parliamentary debate? Some of the greatest lawyers of 
our time never presented themselves on a hustings, or if 
they did were unceremoniously rejected at the poll. 
Why should the country lose the services of such men 
as law officers of the Crown? We can see no reason; 
and though we hope the Solicitor-General may find a 
seat if he wants one, we also hope that the want of a 
seat will not deprive the country of his services. 





In THE RECENT casE OF Christie v. Ovington (24 W. R. 
204), to which we lately called attention on another point, 
there will be found a judicial definition of theterm “a 
bare trustee”? used in the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874, and the Land Transfer Act, 1875. ‘The matter is 
now one of very considerable practical importance, inas- 
much as, on the death of a trustee intestate as to a trust 
estate in fee, the devolution of the trust estate depends 
upon whether he was a bare trustee; it will go to his 
legal personal representative if he was a bare trustee, 
and to his heir if he was not. In the last (the 5th) edi- 
tion of Mr. Dart’s work on Vendors and Purchasers, the 
author and his co-editor, while treating of the Act of 
1874, say: “The Act does not défine what is meant bya 
‘bare trustee,’ ... and the term is generally con- 
sidered to be ambiguous ; but it will probably be held to 
mean a trustee to whose office no duties were originally 
attached, or who, although such duties were originally 
attached to his office, would, on the requisition of 
his cestuis que trust, be compellable in Equity to convey 
the estate to them or by their direction, and has been re- 
quested by them. so to convey it.’ This definition, with the 
exception of the last clause which we have italicized, was 
spoken of with approbation by Vice-Chancellor Hall in 
the case to which we have referred, and, with the qualifi- 
cation thus introduced by the Vice-Chancellor, it will 
probably commend itself to most of ourreaders. At the 
same time we may point out that the rejected words 
were evidently added deliberately and carefully, and 
with a view to meet cases such as those in which there 
has been an election to take land as realty, 
and where the trustee cannot be said to be 
a bare trustee until his cestuis que trust have made him 
so. While it would have been aseful to point out this 
class of cases, it appears to us to be a defect in a 
general definition to incorporate in it the necessity of a 
request which after all would be required only in excep- 
tional cases, and in the present state of the law on the sub- 
ject it would be a serious thing to hold that, although a 
trustee’s duties have plainly come to an end, he is not a 
bare trustee until his cestwis que trust have requested him 
to convey. In conveyancing matters it would be often 
impossible to prove the request,even if, as would not 
always happen, all the cestuis que trust had been compe- 
tent to make it. 





THE county court supcE who decided the case of 
Green v. Dickens has shared the fate of most propagators 
of ideas in advance of the age. He has been very 
unkindly treated by the Queen’s Bench Division. He 
had held that the trustee of a free school was responsible 
for damage done by the boys attending the school 
in throwing snowballs. His judgment was set aside, 
and Mr. Justice Blackburn said that the county court 
judge in his anxiety to do justice had extended to school- 
boys the well-known doctrine applicable to dogs or other 
beasts accustomed to bite mankind. We fear that this 
remark was intended as a jest; buta very little considera- 
tion will show how extremely applicable that doctrine is. 
An animal is not a rational creature; can any one say 
a schoolboy is a rational creature? an animal is guided 
by impulse, so is the schoolboy ; it is the nature of a tiger 
to destroy, and it is the nature of a schoolboy to destroy. 
The only question is whether the schoolboy is so far 
reclaimed, or so ordinarily peaceable, that it is necessary 
in his case to prove a scienter. On consideration we 





* 19 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, p. 609, 


think it is not, especially in regard to the form of 
13 
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ferocity complained of by the old lady in the recent 
case. The presumption in favour of any given 
schoolboy throwing snowballs, if he has a chance, is 
irresistible. It seems to us that the judgment of the 
county court judge must be rested on this ground; there 
is some difficulty in finding any elsewhere. The 
liability of one person for the acts of another in general 
rests on the law of master and servant or the law of 
agency ; but this liability is only for acts done within the 
scope of the employment. Now we fear it would be dif- 
ficult to hold that there is any employment in the 
case of the schoolboy, or that, if there is, it could be within 
the scope of the employment to break an old woman's 
windows with snowballs. Moreover, we have heard 
rumours that in this particular case the throwing of the 
snowballs was a mere incident in a terrific and protracted 
conflict between the boys of the free school and those of 
a rival national school. The act of the servant or agent 
in the pursuit of his own objects, or the gratification of 
his own educational animosities, cannot be attributed to 
the master or principal. So that on the whole we recom- 
mend the learned county court judge to hold by the 
ground of decision which classes schoolboys with dogs 
and other beasts accustomed to bite mankind. 





ATTENTION WAs DRAWN at the meeting of the Birming- 
ham Law Society to the growing frequency with which 
the preliminary examination is dispensed with by order 
of the judges, and a resolution was passed requesting 
the secretary to bring the matter to the notice of the 
Incorporated Law Society, and suggesting that the 
signatures of members of the society should be withheld 
from any memorial of the fitness and capacity of any 
clerk unless the application had received: the sanction 
of the committee of the society. There can be no doubt 
that it is high time some step should be taken. As 
matters now stand, it is invidious and unpleasant for 
practitioners who are asked to sign a memorial for dis- 
pensing with the examination to refuse to do so, and the 
consequence is that persons of respectable connections 
but limited education find little difficulty in obtaining 
a list of signatures sufficient to induce judges to exercise 
their dispensing powers. Let the rule once be adopted 
that applications for this purpose must have the sanction 
of the law society of the district, and then practitioners 
will have no difficulty in dealing with applicants for their 
signatures. A better plan still would be for the judges 
to make this a condition of the exercise of their dis- 


pensing power. 





Or ALL THE PROVINCIAL LAW socrgtizs there is none 
whose opinion on a question of conveyancing is entitled 
to more respect than the Birmingham Law Society. We 
commend to the responsible author (or authors) of the 
“improved” 5th section of the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874, the following expression of opinion, extracted 
from the report of the committee of that society just 
issued :—“ The repeal by this Act [the Land Transfer 
Act] of section 5 of the Vendor and Purchaser Act of 
1874, and its re-enactment in an altered form, will 
remove some of the difficulties arising upon the construc- 
tion of the section as originally framed ; but the substi. 
tuted enactment is very obscure in its terms, and has 
already given rise to litigation.” 





The benchers of the Inner Temple have determined 
to establish six pupil scholarships, being two to each 
tutor’s class, in real property, equity, and common law, 
to be awarded to such students of the Inn attending the 
classes respectively as, upon examination, shall appear 
most deserving, Each of these pupil scholarships will 
consist of 100 guineas, to be paid as a pupil’s fee to 
some barrister or pleader, to whose chambers the student 
shall go for the purpose of studying the law, such bar- 
rister or pleader to be approved by the treasurer or the 
Education Committee. 





SS 
THE NEW PRACTICE, 


Detrvery or Statement oF Cram IN Suorr Cavs 
WHERE DxFENDANT CONSENTS TO IMMEDIATE OrpgR Por 
ADMINISTRATION.—The learned judges of the Chancery 
Division are divided in opinion on the point whether, 
where the writ has been indorsed with a@ claim fop ag. 
ministration, and the defendant consents to an immedi. 
ate order for administration, the plaintiff ought to gj. 
liver a statement of claim. The Master of the Rolls and 
Vice-Chancellor Hall are of opinion that no statement 
should be delivered in such a case, but Vice-Chancello, 
Malins holds that, wherever the action is for the exegy, 
tion of the trusts of a will, or involves the construction 
of a deed or other instrument, a statement should be de. 
livered, even where the defendant has informed the 
plaintiff that he does not require one. This opinion the 
learned Vice-Chancellor appears to have reiterated op 
Saturday last in a case or Boyes v. Cook, observing that 
he made it in “the true interests of all parties—of the 
suitors, of the bar, and of the public generally.” It ap. 
pears to usthat the learned Vice-Chancellor desires tg 
establish a rule not to be found in the orders hitherto 
issued. The effect of ord. 19, r. 2, appears to be to give 
the defendant, not the court, the option of decidi 
whether a statement of claim shall or shall not be de. 
livered. Under ord. 21, r. 1 (a), the court may order g 
statement of claim not to be delivered, even though the 
defendant has not dispensed with it ; but we fail to find 
any rule enabling the court to order a statement of claim 
to be delivered, or any rule requiring the plaintiff to de 
liver a statement where the defendant has dispensed with 
one. However desirable, therefore, it might be thats 
statement should be delivered in these cases, we do not 
see on what ground the learned Vice-Chancellor proceeded 
in adjourning the case of Boyes v. Cook until a statement 
of claim could be prepared. But what reason is there for 
a statement of claim in these cases? 1t may be conveni- 
ent to the judge to have a copy of the deed or will, or 
extracts from it, before him in print on the further con- 
sideration ; but is this a sufficient ground for inflicting 
on the parties the expense of the pleadings ? 





TRANSFER OF Cases Entered vor TriaL.—The hard. 
ship complained of by Mr. Powell, Q.C., as reported in 
the Times of the 26th of January, is one which mut 
frequently occur under the present régime. It seems to 
us that the learned counsel was right in saying that itis 
not so much the convenience of counsel as the interest 
of suitors that is interfered with under the present t- 
rangements. The circumstances were these :, A case had 
originally been entered for trial in the Exchequer Divi- 
sion, and for some days appeared in Baron Bramwell’s 
list. It was then transferred to another division, and 
Mr. Powell waited about for a day or two expecting it to 
come on. It was next re-transferred to the Exchequer 
Division, and was reached, but as it was rather a long 
cause, and a part-heard case was fixed for the next morl- 
ing, the judge thought it inexpedient to commence it, 
and it was accordingly postponed. On coming down to 
court the next morning the learned counsel found that the 
case had ugain been shifted to the Common Pleas Dive 
sion, and that it stood first on the list. As Mr. Powell 
was engaged in the part-heard case in the Exchequer 
Division, of course he was unable to attend to the casein 
the Common Pleas Division. Under these circumstances 
he applied to have it re-transferred to the Exchequer Di- 
vision, but Baron Bramwell refused the application. No 
doubt there would have been a difficulty in his inter 
fering with the list of another divisional cout, 
but it is obviously quite impossible for counsel to 
their arrangements when causes are bandied about in this 
way from one divisional court to unother. It is a grea 
hardship to the suitor not to have the counsel who has 
been engaged to conduct his case, and a better tone of 
professional morality with regard to taking briefs and 
handing them over to deputies can uever be hoped for a8 
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(a 
long as such a system continues. We, admit the 
difficulty of making arrangements to meet these incon- 
yeniences, but we cannot help thinking that any expedi- 
ent would be better than such a state of things as that 
described above. Under the rules of court one general 
list of causes is to be made up without regard to the di- 
gision in which the action is, but would it not be possible 
to have a certain number of courts always sitting, and to 
allot the cases to such courts specifically some time 
before trial? 1t would be almost better that occasionally 
a court should rise for want of work than that such a 
shuffling about of business should occur. It might be 
rovided that, with the consent of the parties,a case may 
be taken in another court than that to which it was al- 
lotted; but that except by consent, when once such a 
ise has appeared in the list for the day of any divisional 
court, it shall not be transferred to any other divisional 


court. 





Lists ror THE Day.—The system of having a list for 
the day for the business in Banco in the Common Pleas 
Division appears to be working excellently. There is 
generally a list of four or five cases, and the convenience 
to counsel of knowing that cases beyond that are safe 
must be very great as compared with the unreasonable 
system that formerly prevailed. The Exchequer Divi- 
sion still appears to be pursuing the absurd arrangement 
of having a list and yet not limiting the business that 
may be called on to such list. Moreover, the list of cases 
is generally nearly twice as long as that in the Common 
Pleas Division. If too long a list is made, half the 
advantage of having a list is done away with. Of course 
itis a pity if a court has to rise before the usual time 
for want of work, but there may be too much caution 
used in seeking to prevent this catastrophe. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 

Eymituinc Notice or Motion to Expunce Entry 
w Recister or Patent Proprietors.—On Wednesday, 
January 19, before the Master of the Rolls, in a case of Jn 
rt Morgan's Patent, a motion to have an entry in the Re- 
gister of Patent Proprietors expunged, under section 38 of 
1) & 16 Vict. c. 83, a difficulty arose as to the proper 
mode of entitling the notice, the question being whether, 
under section 16 of the Judicature Act, 1873, sub-section 1, 
the jurisdiction to expunge entries in the Register of Patent 
Proprietors which was conferred on the Master of the Rolls 
by the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 88, s. 38, was transferred 
to the High Court of Justice, or whether such juris- 
diction remained in the Master of the Rells as a juris- 
diction “in relation to records in London,” under 
section 17 of the Act of 1873, sub-section 6. A notice 
of motion hadybeen served without being marked with any 
hame of any court or judge. The Master of the Rolls said 
the meaning of sub-section 6 of section 17 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, is that the jurisdiction to be retained by the 

ler of the Rolls is in relation to records of which the 
Custody was given to him by the Public Record Act (1 & 2 
Viet, ¢. 94). The Register of Patent Proprietors is not such 
record. Although, vefore the Act of 1873, the Master of 
Rolls had sole jurisdiction ia chancery over the register, 
has no such jurisdiction now. It bas passed from him to 
the High Court of Justice by section 16, sub-section 1, of the 
Act of 1873, His lordship gave leave to amend the notice 
“motion by entitling it in the High Court of Justice. 


Suont CausE—SraTemMent oF Crarm.—In the course 
of the Michaclmas Sittings, two judges in the Chancery 
vision expressed their views on the subject of the de- 
sirability of a statement of claim being put in when causes 
a heard as short. The Master of the Rolls in Taylor 
¥. Ducke t, heard on the 13th of November, 1875, con- 
sidered that a defendant consenting to an immediate order 

Administration ought to require the plaintiff not to 

& stitement. Vice-Chancellor Malins, however, in a 
80 of Breton vy. Mockett, on the 18th of November, ex- 
Maied an opinion that a statement was generally desirable 
the action was by a creditor (which was the case 








at the Rolls), or for the administration of the estate of an 
intestate, cases in which the administration was a pure 
matter of course. In Green v. Colby, which was an action 
by the cestuis que trust under a will for execution of the 
trusts, heard before Vice-Chancellor Hall, on Saturday, 
January 22, bis lordship expressed his concurrence with 
the Master of the Rolls. The defendants not having waived 
a statement of claim, although they agreed to an immediate 
order for administration, s:atements were putin on bcth 
sides; the cause being then brought on as short, the Vice- 
Chancellor in making the order intimated that no statement 
of claim ought to have been required, and said that he 
could not agree with the distinction taken by Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins. 

On Saturday, January 22, in a case of Boyes v. Cook, an 
action (set down for trial as a short cause) for the adminis- 
tration of the trusts of a settlement, in which the defendant 
had told the plaintiff he did not reqnire a statement to be 
delivered, Vice-Chancellor Malins said he had already in- 
timated his opinion that statements were necessary, and he 
wished to have onein all cases which involved the construc- 
tion of a deed or any other instrument. 


Morion ror JupsMENT BY DEFAULT oF PLEADINGs.—On 
Thursday, January 29, in an action of Bowen v. Bowen, 
Vice-Chancellor Halil held, that where a defendant makes 
default in delivering a defence, and the plaintiff has 
set down the action on motion for jadgment under 
ord. 29, r. 10, if all parties are represented and con- 
sent, the matter may be disposed of by a final order 
made on a motion day, just as, under the old practice, a 
motion for decree could by consent be taken as an ordinary 
motion, but if, upon such an application being made, any 
party is not represented or does not consent, then the 
motion for judgment must remain in the general paper, and 
b3 taken when it is reached in the ordinary coarse. 


Orper upon Apmissions or Fact in PLEADINGS.—On 
Thursday, January 20, before Vice-Chancellor Bacon, in a 
case of Rumscy v. Reade, in which the trustees of a will had 
filed a bill against their agent for the purpose of carrying 
out the trusts of the will, praying for an account of the 
trust moneys received by him and for the delivery to the 
plaintiffs of securities, &c., belonging to the trust estate ; 
the defendant having by his answer admitted that he was 
the plaintiff's agent for the purpose of carrying out the 
trusts of the will of the testator, that he was liable to 
account to them for the trust funds, and that he had in his 
possession certain securities belonging to the trast prop- 
erty, E. B. Cope, for the plaintiffs, moved, under ord. 40, 
r. 11, that an account might be taken of all sums of money 
received by the defendant for or on account of the estate 
of the deceased, and of the application thereof respect- 
ively, and of all profits (if any) made by the defend- 
ant with the trust funds, and also that an account might 
be taken of the present state of the investments of such 
trust funds, and of all dividends, interest, and income 
arising from such investments which had accrued or been 
received by the defendant, and that the defendant might 
deliver up to the plaintiffs all moneys, deeds, docaments, 
writings, and securities for money belonging to the estate 
of the deceased. Bacon, V.C., on affidavit of the service 
of the notice of motion on the defendant, nrade an order in 
the terms of the notice of motion, [See ante, p. 47.] 


Non-coMPLIANCE witH JupGEs’ OrpDERS—ATTACHMENT. 
—In the case of Pike v. Frank, Keene § Byne, which came 
before the Exchequer Division on Thursday, January 20, 
an order had been made by Huddleston, B., at chambers, 
under ord. 16, r. 10, that F. E. Keene, who alone had 
appeared to the writ, should deliver within one week a 
statement in writing, verified by attidavit, of the names of 
the persons who were in the previous September partners 
with him in the defendant firm. Another judge’s order 
was subsequently made, under ord. 15, r. 1, by consent, 
that the defendant F. E. Keene shonld within ten days 
file a sworn account of the moneys received by him on the 
sale of certain goods entrasted to him for sale by the 
plaintiff. These orders were served on the defendant's 
solicitor, but had not been complied with. Under these 
circumstances the plaintiff's counsel moved that the de- 
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fendant m ght bo attached, under ord. 31, r. 20: “If any 
party fails to comply with any order to answer interrog- 
atories, or for discovery or inspection of documents, he 
shall be liable to attachment &c.” The court (Bramwell, 
Amphlett, and Huddleston, BB.) held that these orders 
were not orders for discovery within ord. 31, r. 20, and 
refused the application. 


ReEcErver’s Security iN PropatE Svirs.—In the Probate, 
Divoree, and Admiralty Division, on Tuesday, January 18, 
in the suit of Menzies v. Lord Grantley, in which the plain- 
tiffs propounded the will of the late Lord Grantley, the 
court, with the consent of all parties, appointed two re- 
ceivers, one for the Yorkshire estates, and the other for the 
Surrey and Sussex estates, of the deceased. On the appli- 
cation of Bayford, for the plaintiffs, the president of the 
division consented to follow the practice of the Chancery 
Division in allowing the receivers to furnish the security 
of a guarantee society, subject to the condition of the 
registrar being satisfied as to the solvency of the society 
proposed as security. 





Mr. William Findlater , an eminent solicitor in Dublin, 
has offered to place £1,000 in the hands of the Council 
of the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland with the ob- 
ject of founding two law scholarships to be known as 

the “ Findlater Scholarships.” 


The Gazette des Tribunaux announces the death at 
Paris, on the 10th inst., of M. Legagneur, honorary pre- 
sident of the Court of Cassation. M. Bedarrides, the 
Advocate-General, in announcing the event in court, took 
occasion to pay a tribute to the legal knowledge and high 
character of the deceased. 

The remarks in our last issue on the Irish common law 

bench have given rise to some discussion in Ire- 
land, but the result appears to be to confirm our state- 
ment that the retrenchments we suggested would not 
meet with serious opposition. The Freeman’s Journal 
of Monday, however, in an article on the subject, says :— 
“The Soxicirors’ Journat, an English legal paper of the 
highest repute, contains an interesting article on ‘The 
Irish Common Law Bench,’ and the proposals for its 
reduction. The Journat says that the London daily 
papers, ‘from the Times to the Echo, are not even 
dimly cognizant of the peculiar conditions of the 
question.’ For example, the Journat points out that 
while the Times claims Lord Justice Christian as a sup- 
porter of the reduction of the common law bench, that 
judge last year strongly laid down the proposition that 
it was essential that the number of the circuit-going judges 
should not be reduced. The Journau strongly argues 
that the number of circuit judges should not be reduced, 
believing that nothing impresses the imagination more, 
and has a more potent effect in checking lawlessness, 
than all the pomp and panoply of circuit. The writer 
in the Soxtcrrors’ Journat has, however, a panacea of 
his own for securing economy in the Irish common law 
courts. He proposes the reduction of the three common 
law courts to two. This would have the effect of saving 
more than the salary of a judge in getting rid of one of 
the three administrative staffs. The writer also proposes 
that the salary of a puisne judge should be fixed at 
£3,000 a year, and this sum, he considers, would be 
enough to secure the services of the best men as judges. 
We need scarcely say that our own opinion is that it 
would be better to ‘let well alone,’ but, we trust, that 
if changes must be made, they will not involve the 
reduction in numbers of the Irish common law bench.” 
“We are only too familiar,” says a correspondent, writing 
with regard to the above extract, “‘ with references to ‘the 
thin end of the wedge’ and ‘let well alone’ when any im- 
provement is to be resisted. In the present instance I have 
long been of opinion that the state of the Irish bench was 
susceptible of considerable improvement; but, however 
that may be, the late alterations in England have rendered 
it hopeless to expect that Ireland will be ‘let alone.’ ” 





———————<—>=—> 


LIABILITY FOR ACTS OF ANIMALS. 


Tue case of Smith v. Cook, recently decided in the Court. 
of Queen’s Bench (reported 24 W. R. 206), involved 9 
question of a similar nature to those which we have on 
a recent occasion * discussed. The facts of the cage. 
were as follows :— The defendant had received from the 
plaintiff a young gelding to be agisted on marsh land in, 
the defendant’s occupation. The gelding was placed by 
the defendant in a field with a number of heifers, 4 
bull was at that time in a marsh adjoining the field, and 
the defendant was aware that it had several times got 
into the field among the heifers, and that there wag. 
nothing to prevent it from going there again, but there 
was no evidence that the bull was of a ferocious disposi. 
tion, One morning the gelding was found dead, having 
been gored by a bull. Evidence was given by the plain. 
tiff that it is imprudent to leave young horses among 
horned cattle, and the defendant called evidence to show 
that there was no danger in sodoing. The judge left to. 
the jury the question whether the defendant behaved 
without reasonable care in putting the gelding in the 
field as he did; and the jury found for the plaintiff, 
leave being reserved to the defendant to move on the 
ground that he was not liable in the absence of proof that. 
he was aware that the bull was of a fierce temper or 
likely to attack horses. A rule nisi having been ac 
cordingly obtained, the court discharged the rule. The 
argument for the defendant appears to have been based 
on the cases which decide that the owner of an animal 
not ordinarily vicious is not liable in the absence of proof 
that he was aware that the particular animal was accus- 
tomed to do mischief. The court held that this doctrine- 
was not to be extended, and thatit did uot apply to an 
agister of horses, who enters into a contract to take 
reasonable care of the animals entrusted to him. 
Whether the defendant took such reasonable care was 4 
question of fact which the jury had decided against the 
defendant. 

We do not quarrel with this decision; indeed, it 
appears to us to be correct, but we cannot say that the 
result of the two sets of decisions, taken together, ap-- 
pears to us satisfactory. They do not appear to be logically 
consistent. The view of the law we have before ex 
pressed is that the owner of an animal is liable for damage 
done by the exercise of the known natural propensities 
of the animal. When it belongs to a class ordinarily 
vicious, such as a tiger, no scienter need be proved, for 
the owner, as a matter of course, knows of its propensi- 
ties; when it belongs to a class ordinarily of a peaceful 
disposition, unless he knows that the particular animal. 
is vicious, he is not liable, because he is unaware.of the 
necessity for exceptional precautions. Notwithstanding 
the ridicule that has been sometimes cast upon the ap- 
plication of this rule, we think it is substantially just. 

The application of the rule to different species of 
animals appears to us to be, in truth, a matter of. fact 
and not of law. So far as it concerns dogs—a class of 
animals to which it has been most frequently applied— 
the law on the subject seems to be consistent with fact. 
Some dogs are vicious, but in the vast majority of cases. 
a dog is a very peaceable and law abiding animal. We 
have, indeed, heard of dogs with a morbid dislike to 
policemen; but even this is the exception, not the rule, 
But the decision in Smith v. Cook seems, logically, to in- 
volve that the application of the law with regard t 
bulls in previous cases has been based upon an erroneous 
conclusion of fact. If it is true that bulls are naturally 
of a peaceful disposition there was no evidence of n 
ence on the part of the agister. As far as our experi- 
sion goes, we should say that bulls, as a class, wore 
notoriously dangerous animals, at the best of very ul- 
certain temper. It would seem, however, to have beem 
been decided, as a matter of law, that a bull is ® 
domestic animal of a peaceful and genial temperament. 


—— 





* 19 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 211. 
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This matter appears to involve a difficulty not unfre- 
quently arising in legal matters—viz., how far a previous 
decision ought to be regarded as an authoritative prece- 
dent with regard to matters of pure fact. Theoretically 
ing, we do not think previous decisions ought to be 
ents with regard to pure matters of fact, but, prac- 
tically speaking, with regard to matters of constant 
occurrence in daily life, it is difficult to prevent their 
becoming so. It would be very perplexing for the 
owners of bulls, if successive juries should take different 
views on the subject of the natural characteristics of 
those animals, yet it seems absurd that it should be the 
function of a judge to say whether an animal is naturally 
or ordinarily peaceful or vicious. This difficulty is one 
which arises with regard to a very different class of cases 
from, those we have been discussing. It is not at all 
infrequent that in special cases with regard to import- 
ant mercantile matters, where the law and the facts are 
yery much intermingled, the court has to draw inferences 
of fact. Such inferences of fact might, in another case, 
be submitted to a jury, who would hardly be bound by 
the decision of judges in a previous case. If not, how 
would it be with other judges sitting in a court of co- 
ordinate jurisdiction ? The class of cases which occurs 
to our mind, as an example of this, is that which relates 
tothe practice and rules of the Stock Exchange—a class 
which, some time ago, was very frequently before the 
courts. In one of those cases—viz., Merry v. Nickails 
(20 W. R. 929, L. R. 7 Ch. 733) a question as to the ex- 
istence of a certain custom on the Stock Exchange came 
before the Lords Justices. In a subsequent case of 
Dent v. Nickalls (22 W.R. 218) the question of the 
existence of a custom almost the same, under almost the 
same circumstances, was left to the jury by Brett, J., 
who expressed in the Court of Common Pleas no little 
satisfaction at the question having had an opportunity 
of being submitted to a jury of practical mercantile men 
instead of being discussed by lawyers. Fortunately in 
thosecases the jury and the Lords Justicescame to the same 
conclusion. But they might have come to a different 
conclusion, and if the opinion of Blackburn, J., in 
Masted v. Paine (L. R. 6 Ex. at page 160) be correct, it 
seems rather difficult logically to see that Brett, J., had 
any right to leave the question to the jury. 





HOW TO EXCLUDE THE AGRICULTURAL 
HOLDINGS ACT. 


As a practical supplement to our articles on the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act, we may add a few words on the 
mode of excluding the operation of the Act. Its appli- 
cation may be prevented either expressly or by implica- 
tion; in some cases either wholly or in part, and in 
others wholly only. The means to be adopted for this 
purpose differ in the case of existing tenancies from year 
to year and tenancies of all kinds to commence hereafter. 

As regards existing tenancies from year to year, or 
at will, either landlord or tenant may exclude the Act by 
giving to the other a notice in writing (a) before the 14th 
. April next. The notice may be in the following 
orm :— 


“To Mr. —— 

“T hereby give you notice that I desire that the existing 
contract of tenancy between us shall remein unaffected by 
the Act of the 38th and 39th Victoria, c. 92, intituled ‘ An 
Act for amending the Law relating to Agricultural Holdings 
in England.’ (Signed) 

“The dayof , 


This notice may be either served personally on the 
tenant or left at his house, or sent by registered letter 
addressed to his last-known place of abode (b). 
It is provided that, in order to prove service by 
letter, it shull be sufficient to prove that the letter was 
properly addressed and posted, and that it contained the 





(a) Section 57. (4) Section 41. 





notice to be served (c). The two former particulars 
will be evidenced by the receipt given for the registered 
letter, but will the last—which must mean that the letter 
at the time it was posted contained the notice—be 
capable of easy proof? It must be remembered that the 
notice is revocable by writing, apparently at any time 
during the tenancy (d}; hence, if either landlord or 
tenant desires to exclude the Act, he must do so for 
himself, and must not rely on a notice given by the 
other party. 

It should be observed that the landlord or tenant 
under an existing tenancy from year to year upon giving 
notice must exclude the whole of the Act ; he cannot ex- 
clude part only of its provisions. In order to do this, 
landlord and tenant must agree in writing that the 
particular provisions shall not apply to the contract of 
tenancy (e). It would seem that any provision in an agree- 
ment for a tenancy from year to year, which is inconsis- 
tent with any section of the Act, will prevent that section 
from applying (/). Thus it is apprehended that the or- 
dinary provision that the tenant will, at the end 
of the tenancy, deliver up fixtures erected on the 
premises during the tenancy, will exclude the opera- 
tion of the section in the Act relating to fixtures; 
the provision relating to leaving on the premises the 
manure produced in the last year of the term without 
requiring any recompense for the same will, perhaps, 
exclude compensation for that year in respect of the con- 
sumption on the holding of feeding-stuff not produced 
on the holding; and soon. It is not required that the 
agreement, the operation of which the Act is not to “in- 
terfere with,” shall be in writing; hence, a parol agree- 
ment, on a parol letting from year to year, that no com- 
pensation shall be payable on the determination of the 
tenancy, will suffice to exclude the Act. 

In tenancies to commence after the 14th of February 
next the Act can only be excluded by an agreement in 
writing by the landlord and tenant that the Act shall 
not apply to the contract. Where it is desired to ex- 
clude the Act altogether the agreement in the lease may 
be in the following form :— 

“It is hereby agreed and declared by and between the 
aaid [lessor] and the said [lessee], that the Act of the 
38th and 39th years of the reign of her present Majeaty, 
chapter 92, intituled ‘An Act for amending the Law re- 
lating to Agricultural Holdings in England,’ shall not, nor 
shall any part or provision thereof, apply to this lease or 
contract of tenancy.” 


Both parts of 2, lease containing this provision should, 
it would seem, as a matter of precaution, be executed 
by both lessor and lessee. As to the exclusion or 
adoption of portions of the Act in the case of tenancies 
comencing after the 14th of February, the provisions 
are a little confused. Landlord and tenant may 
agree in writing that any part of the Act shall not 
apply to the contract of tenancy (g). Or landlord and 
tenant may, “in any agreement in writing relating to the 
holding,” adopt by reference any of the provisions of the 
Act without adopting all the provisions (%). But since 
all the provisions apply unless they are expressly or im- 
pliedly excluded, it would not be safe to adopt by refer- 
ence some of the provisions without expressly shutting 
out the others. It will therefore be desirable, if: it is 
wished to import into a lease by reference some only of 
the sections of the Act, to exclude the rest by a clause 
framed in some such manner as the following :— 

“Tt is hereby agreed and declared by and between the 
said [lessor] and the said [lessee], that sections of 
the Act of the 38th and 39th years of the reign of her 


present Majesty, chapter 92, intituled ‘ An Act for amend- 


ing the Law relating to Agricultural Holdings in Eng- 
land,’ shall be adopted as part of, and shall apply to, this 
lease or contract of tenancy, but that the rest of the said 
Act shall not apply to this lease or contract of tenancy.” 


(ce) 1d. sili (f) Section 54. 
(d) Section 57. (g) Section 56. 
(e) Section 56. (A) Section 55. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Jan. 29, 1876, 





——— 





Rehtews. 


POCKET DIARY. 


Tue Soxicrrors’ Pocker Drary anp CaLenpar, 1876. 
Waterlow & Sons. 

We have delayed too long to notice this valuable little 
work, which contains a great deal of information in a very 
handy form. ‘There are 141 pages of closely-printed 
matter of the kind needed in a book of reference, and then 
follows the diary on excellent paper. We may commend 
this pocket diary as a thoroughly useful one. 


. 








Nates. 


IN SEVERAL RECENT CASES in the Court. of Appeai and in 
the Chancery Division of the High Court the question has 
been raised of the propriety of employing a shorthand 
writer to take notes of vivd voce evidence, with the view of 
pre:erving a record of the evidence for the use of the 
Cont of Appeal, as well as for the assistance of the judge 
of the primary court and the counsel. The same question 
was raired before the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy on Mon- 
day, January 17, in a case of Ex parte Sawyer. An appeal 
by the trustee in a liquidation from an order made by the 
judge of acounty court to increase the amount of the proof 
of one of the creditors, was dismissed by the Chief Judge, 
with costs to be paid by the trustee. The solicitor of the 
‘reditor Garried in bis bill of costs of the appeal for taxa- 
tion. The bill included, among other items, a charge for the 
cost of an office copy of the notes which had been taken 
by a shorthand writer of the proceedings in the county 
court upon the hearing of the motion there. These notes 
had been filed in the county court with the proceedings in 
the liquidation, and they contained, not only the evidence 
taken, bus also the arguments addressed to the judge. 
‘lhe taxing master refused to allow this charge, on the 
ground that it did not properly form part of the costs of the 
uppeal, but that, if chargeable at all, it should be as part 
of the costs of the hearing in the county court. The Chief 
Jud ze, however, he'd that the copy of the notes had been 
properly taken, and that the charge for taking it must be 
allowed as part of the costs of the appeal. 


THE DISTINCTION between joint and separate estates, 
though a porely artificial one, has been long recognized in 


the administration of bankrupt estates. It often gives 
rise to questions of a very difficult and complicated natnre. 
A somewhat novel illustration of the rnle was afforded hy 
a case of Lr parte Dear decided in the Court of Appeal on 
Friday, January 14. A business was carried on by three 
partners under a deed which provided that Denr, one of 
the three, should be entitled only to a skare of the profits, 
but should not be interested in any way in the capital or 
as‘ets of the business. In case of his death during the 
partnership term his share in tke profits was from the 
period of his death to revert to the other partners, and hia 
representatives were to be entitled to a proportionate part 
of the profits up to the date of his death. Dear died first, 
and after his death the business was carried on by the 
other two partners, who were father and son. Then the 
fether died, and the son continued the business until he 
filed a liquidation petition. At this time the assets em- 
ployed in the business consisted of three classes: (1) 
assets of the original partnership of the three still exisat- 
ing in specie ; (2) assets of the partnership of the father 
ard son still remaining in specie ; (3) stock-in-trade and 
other assets which had come into existence since the death 
o the father. The valne of the third class was very much 
Jarger than that of either of the others, and it was there- 
fore for the interest of the joint creditors of the three to 
establish, if they could, a right to prove upon the third 
clues of assets, which may be described asthe separate estate 
of the son, And in support of the claim’ of the joint 
creditors of the thres to this right it was contended that, 
by virtue of the provisions of the partnership deed, there 
neverwas any joint estate of the three, inasmuch as Dear 


had no interest whatever in the capital or assets of the 
business, Bat the court held that this provision of the 
deed did not deprive Dear’s representatives of 
ordinary right or equity arising upon the death of, 
partner to have the debts of the partnership existing x 
his death paid out of the then existing assets of the firm 
so as to relieve his estate from liability in respect of thogs 
debts. In truth his interest in the profits of the busingg 
necessarily implied that, before the profits could be asogr. 
tained, the debts of the concern had been either 
paid or treated as having been paid, and, if his estate was 
left liable to those debts, he could not be said to have hag 
his share of the profits at all. This equity of Dear enureg 
for the benefit of the joint creditors, who had consequently 
a right to have the joint estate of the three applied firs 
in payment of their debts, and, there being in faot joint 
assets of the three to which their joint creditors had, 
prior right of recourse, they could have no right of proof 
against the separate estate of the son. It was admitted 
by the court that the deed of partnership might have been 
so framed as to deprive the partners (and through them 
the creditors) of this equity as to the application of the 
assets. And it is material to notice the distinction between 
this decision and that in Re Simpson (22 W. R. 697, 
L. R. 9 Ch. 572). In the latter case there were four 
partners carrying on business under a deed which provided 
that the death of a partner should not dissolve the partner. 
ship, but the business should be carried on by the survivors 
or survivor, and that the share of the deceased partner should 
be ascertained at the next half-yearly stock-taking, and paid 
to his representatives by instalments. ‘Two of the partners 
died, and afterwards the survivors became bankrupt. The 
shares of the deceased partners had not then been actually 
ascertained. It was held that the effect of this provision 
was that the whole interest in the assets passed immediately 
on the death of one partner to the survivors, to the extent 
of depriving the representatives of the deceased partner of 
the equity to have the joint assets applied in payment of the 
joint debts, and consequently that the joint creditors of the four 
had no right in the bankruptcy to have the still existing 
joint assets of the four applied in priority in payment of 
the debts of the four. The decision of the Court of Appeal 
in Ex parte Morley (21 W. R. 940, L. R. 8 Ch. 1026) may 
also be usefully compared with that in Lx parte Dear. 


On Tavrspay, January 13, in a case of Ex par'e Pasea’, 
the Court of Appeal decided a point of some importance 
with regard to the power of the Court of Bankruptcy to 
issue a debtor's summons against a foreigner. The court 
held that such a summons may be issued by a foreigner 
against another foreigner, who happens to be in this 
country for a temporary purpose, in respect of a debi 
contracted abroad. Lord Justice James considered that 
the right of the creditor to take a proceeding of this nature 
followed from the fact that a foreign creditor might have 
sued a foreign debtor who was in this country for a debt 
contracted abroad, and Lord Justice Mellish said that 80 
long as ap act of bankruptcy was committed here it was 
immaterial with regard tothe jurisdiction of the Court of 
Bankruptcy where the debt was contracted. This decision 
is one of considerable practical importance, and it may be 
usefully compared with Ez parte O’Loghlen (19 W. RB. 499, 
L. RB. 6 Ch. 40€) and Ex parie Crispin (21 W. R. 491, L. B. 
8 Ch. 374). 


THE SECOND ANNUAL DINNER of the Chicago Bar Ass0- 
ciation seems to have been a great occasion. After the 
toasts of “ TheSupreme Court’ and‘ The Federal and State 
Judiciary” had been duly honoured, the chairman pro- 
pored the toast of “The Legal Fraternity—It is theirs to 
strengthen the pillars of the temple of justice, and raise its 
august dome still higher in the skies.’” The response to this 
toast was made by Mr. W. H. Barnum, who “ spoke of the 
sages of the bar inthe palmy days of Greece and Rome, 
compared them with the present, and claimed that the 
meinbers of the bench and bar of the present day were equal 
in ability, learning, and integrity to those of anv age. 

Professor Swiney supported the toast and, “ as a represeata- 
tive of the cloth,” suggested that “it ought to be a rule 
that a lawyer should be compelled to go te church regularly 





to keep up with the dircussious of the pulpits 
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and conversely a minister ought not to be qualified 
to presch unless he had sat a year in the Supreme 
Court.” Mr. R. E. Williams, who followed, opined that 
when the millennium came there would be no need of 
ministers, nor doctors, but as long as order was heaven’s first 
Jaw there would be hundreds of lawyers needed to practise 
their profession.” The next toast was “ Our Clients—Bis 
solvit, qui cito solvit.” The first response was by Mr. D. L. 
Shorey, who said that “ lawyers are not, and ought not to 
be, money-grabbers ; and when they need a little money the 
modesty and delicacy with which they suggest their necessi- 
ties gives great force to the sevtiment I am responding to, 
bis solvit, qui cito solvit,” while Mr. R. B. Roberts, who fol- 
lowed, translated this maxim “ Pay twice, and that quickly.” 
The association, says the Chicago Legal News, adjourned 
at one o'clock in the morning, and “the best of order pre- 
yailed during the entire evening.” 
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General Correspondence. 


Mortcacgrs AND Firg Insurances. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—It is evident that the view taken by yout 
correspondent ‘‘ Lex” on the subject of fire insurances 
is very different from that of the fire offices themselves, 
but whether they are right or not, it may be thought 
that he not only neglected his remedy, but was a little 
unreasonable in his expectations. 

Fire insurance is a contract of indemnity, and, although 
a personal contract, cannot be said to be one in which 
the beneficial interest of the assured is at law. the 
measure of the insurable interest. A tenant, however 
short his term, is permitted to insure the buildings 
demised to him, a mortgagee the mortgaged estate 
although worth double the loan, and even the possessory 
interest of a bailee has been held to confer the right to 
insure. This is doubtless for the benefit of the public, 
and the offices do not care to go too closely into the 
question of interest, but they do desire that no greater 
sum should be recoverable on any loss than the amount 
of the damage sustained, and that no speculative profit 
should in any case be attainable from a fire policy. 
Hence the origin of the consideration complained of, 
which is not, perhaps, universal. It does not appear 
which were the offices adopting it in the case of your 
correspondent. 

The circumstances there were simple enough. It seems 
that there were two mortgagees insuring the property in 
different offices, a first mortgagee, the client of “ Lex,” 
insuring for £2,500, and a second mortgagee insuring for 
some other sum, and the amount of the damage was £400. 
“Lex” seems, with some simplicity, to have expected 
that his client would receive the £400, and the second 
mortgagee a like amount. Had this been done, the 
loss would have been paid twice over, and if this were 
permitted a very great temptation would be thrown in 
the way of a mortgagor, who, by a fortunate fire, might 
Telieve himself from an accumulation of liabilities. 
“Lex” and his client were not, however, without remedy ; 
as you yourself pointed out, they had the power of re- 
quiring the application of the sums recoverable under 
both policies in the re-instatement of the building,* and 
the restoration thereby of all parties to their original 
positions. Is it not possible that this would have been 
thought of, if there had been any danger of a deficiency 
on the first security ? 

It is difficult to see how the first mortgagee exercising 
due diligence need be damnified in any case, except in 





the unlikely one in which the security proves insuffi- 


cient without the buildings, and the policy effected by 
the second mortgagee does not come to the knowledge of 
the first mortgagee, or his office, until after the second 
mortgagee has been paid his claim by his own insurers. 

It is hard to decide hypothetical questions, but it may 


* Ex parte Goreley (4 DeG. J. & S. 477) ; Simpson v. Scottish 
Union Insurance Company (\ H. & M. 618, 11 W. R. 459). 





not be beside the mark to point out a very recent decision 
in which an analogous question was considered. In 
Reynard v. Arnold (L. R. 10 Ch. 386), a tenant with the 
option of purchase covenanted to insure against fire, and 
when a fire occurred exercised his option, claiming the 
amount of the damage (£600) from the office. It then 
appeared that the lessor had insured for his own benefit, 
and the £600 was apportioned, £379 16s. to the lessee’s 
office, and £220 4s. to thatof the lessor, and this lattersum, 
after its payment to the lessor, became the object of dis- 
pute. The Lords Justices were exceedingly strongin favour 
of the lessee. ‘ He had,” observed Lord Justice James, 
“insured the property in a sufficient amount, a fire 
occurred ; the lessor having also insured the property the 
insurance effected by the lessee became to a great extent 
unproductive, in consequence of the existence of the other 
policy, of which he had no notice. The lessee then had 
a right to say that the lessor must account fur what he 
received under that other policy, and, having exercised 
his option of purchase, he had a right to-say that the 
landlord must take the policy money on account of the 
purchase-money.” 

I will not here refer to any preceding decisions, which 
are already collected elsewhere, but this case does suggest 
very forcibly that there is no rule of law or equity 
which can entitle a second mortgagee in the event of 
a fire, thus to take precedence by force of a first mort- 
gagee, between whom and himself, if there is no privity 
of contract there is at least privity of estate. 

19, Serjeants’-inn, Jan. 27. C. J. Bunyon. 





[T» the Editor of ths So! citors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have observed in your paper of last’ week a Ictter 
by *‘ Lex ” on the above subject. 

It appears to me that the statute 14 Geo. 3, c. 78, 8. 83 
(which section is still in force), completely protects the 
interest of all parties interested in buildings damaged by 
fire under policies in the names of different persons, because 
any one person so interested may, uoder that section, re- 
quire the office or offices to lay out the money, so far as the 
same will go, in re-instating. This would put the parties in 
the same position, so faras regards the insuranc-, as if no 
fire had bappened. 

The conditioa to which your correspondent refers is essen- 
tial for the protection of the offices against excessive in- 
surances. The object of insurance is indemnity only, acd 
not gain. F. M. 

126, Chancery-lane, Jan. 27. 


Namine Pace oF TRIAL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal,] 

Sir, —T shall feel obliged if one of your correspondents will 
give me the benefit of his opinion as to the manner in which 
a plaintiff is to get to trial where no pleadings ure delivered. 

Ord. 36, r. 1, saysthat, when the plaintiff proposes to have 
the action tried elsewhere than in Middlesex, he sh-ll name 
in his statement of claim the place where he proposes it 
shall be tried, but the rule does not go on to provide for cases 
where no c-leadings are delivered. 

Is it snflicient in such eases to state the place and day of 
trial in the notice delivered under ord. 36, r. 8 ? 

Grorcs Coorer. 

7, Bouverie-street, Fleet-street, Jan. 27. 

{It would seem that since ord, 36, r. 1, expressly pro- 
vides that, ‘‘ where no place of trial is named in the state- 
ment of claim, the place of trial shall, unle-s a judge other- 
wise orders, be’? Middlesex, a judg-’s order will be requi- 
site in the case referred to by our correspondent.—ko., 
8. J.] 








The first sitting of the divisional court to hear appeals from 
inferior courts was beld on Thuraday. The court was com- 
posed of Mr. Buron Cleasby and Justices Grove and Field. 








The list contained twenty-six cases. 
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LEGAL INSTITUTIONS AND PROCEDURE IN 
THE UNITED STATES. 
San Franoisco, CattFornia, Dec. 1. 
As yur readers have just entered upon a new system of 
pleading and procedure, a general idea of how similar things 
are managed in this country may be useful to them, as practice 
works easily enough in the United States. The problem as 
to courts and their jurisdictions has been much more difficult 
of solution in this country than in yours, owing to the 
peculiar position of the United States relatively to the 
States individually. There is, as your readers are, perhaps, 
aware, great difference of opinion amongst different people as 
to what these relative positions are. Roughly, it may be suid 
that the “‘ Republicans ’’ look upon the ‘‘ United States ’’ as 
the chief sovereign power in the country and the States in- 
dividually as other and iaferior sovereign powers. The 
“ Democrats,’’ on the cther hand, consider the States the 
sovereigns, and the United States merely a sort of corpora- 
tion clothed with limited powers by the individual States for 
the purpose of uniformity in various matters, and also for 
the purpose of forming one united executive through which 
the whole nation may communicate with the exterior 
world, with a single Legislature and judiciary exercising 
jurisdiction and power over the united interests. But 
whichever view is held, to carry out the purpose it was ne- 
cessary that there should be some means of securing a final 
exposition of the constitution as to all questions of a judicial 
nature.” To use the words of Chancellor Kent, ‘*‘ Were 
there no power to interpret, pronounce, and execute the 
law, the Government would either perish through itsown im- 
becility, as was tne case with the Articles of Confederation, 
or other powers must be assumed by the legislative body to 
the destruction of liberty. That the interpretation of 
treaties, and cases of foreign ministers and maritime matters, 
are properly confided to the federal courts, appears from the 
close connection those cases have with the peace of the 
Union, the confusion that different proceedings in the 
separate States would tend to produce, and the r-sponsi- 
bility which the Union is under to foreign nations for 
the conduct ofall its members. The other cases of enume- 
rated jurisdiction are evidently of national concern, and they 
constitute one of the principal motives to union,” (1 Kent, 
Com. p. 296). Accordingly, by the constitution of the United 
States, the judicial powerthereofextends to allcasesiulawand 
equity arising under the constitution, the laws, and treaties 
ot the Union; to all cases affecting ambassadors. other 
public ministers, and consnls; to all cases of admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction ; to controversies to which the United 
States shall be a party; to controversies between twe 
or more States; to controversies between a _ State 
when plaintiff, and citizens of another State or foreign 
citizens or subjects ; to controversies between citizens of 
different States, and between citizens of the same State, 
claiming lands under grants of different States; between a 
State or citizens thereof and foreign States ; and between 
citizens and foreigners. Each sovereign State has ceded to the 
Federal Government a limited amount of legislative power 
(sovereignty, if the term is preferred), and an amount of 
judicial power exactly measured by, and coinciding with, the 
legislative power. This limited judicial power is vested in 
three courts: (1) the Supreme Court of the United States ; 
(2) the circuit courts ; and (3) the district courts. the two 
Jast being the courts of original jurisdiction—equitable, 
legal, and criminal. It is impossible, within the limits of a 
letter, to describe the particular jurisdiction of each of 
these latter courts. Suffice it to say, that it is so arranged 
as, in the opinion ef the public, to work most conveniently. 
The district courts are fifty-seven, and the circuit courts nine, 
in number. There are nine justices of the Supreme Court, 
and each of these justices belongs to a circuit, and is bound 
to sit with the circuit judge in bis court every two years. This 
was supposed, no doubt, in days when communica'ion was 
difficult, to be a means of keeping the outlying districts 
en rapport with the Supreme Court. 

In each State the United States courts conform as much 
as possible to the practice, &c., of the State courts, and there 
exists, and I believe almost always has existed, a desire on 
the part of the bench of the United States, ag well as of 
the various State courts, to make things work harmoniously, 
if possible, The result is that a well-understood line has 
been drawn, and a well-defined system built up, with such 


——— 

The State courts are different in different States, but the 
general outline is usually the same—an appellate ¢9 
usually called ‘The Supreme Court,” with various courts of 
first instance held in different parts of the State, Jy 
this State the following courts exist :— 

(1) Supreme court (appellate only). 

(2) District courts (ot which there are twenty in th 
State). 

GD County courts (of which there are fifty-three; that is, 
one for every county). 

(4) Probate courts, 

(5) The Municipal Criminal Court of San Francisco @ 
kind of Central Criminal Court). 

(6) Justices’ courts. 

(7) Police courts, in incorporated towns only. 

The court for the trial of impeachments, which ig com. 
posed of a majority of the State Senate, I exclude from 
consideration. 

The Supreme Court consists of a Chief Justice, and four 
associate justices, elected for ten years. It has appellate 
jurisdiction in equity, or what used to be equity, cases, and 
in cases where the title or possession of real estate or the 
legality of any tax, &c., is involved, and in all civil suits 
where the demand or value of the property amounts to 
£60, or is not capable of pecuniary estimation; also in all 
special proceedings, such as mandamus, &c., all cases arising 
in the probate courts, and on questions of law alone in 
criminal matters. 

The district courts have original jurisdiction over all 
suits and matters over which the Supreme Court has 
appellate jurisdiction, except suits and matters peculiarly 
within the provinces of the probate or county courts. The 
district court also tries all indictments for treason, mis- 
prision of treason, murder, and manslaughter. 

The county court has both appellate and original 
jurisdiction—appellate over cases arising in justices’ or 
police courts, and original in actions as to nuisances, forcible 
entry, &c., insolvency (though this is superseded by the 
United States law of bankruptcy), inquiry by a grand jury 
of all offences, and trial of all indictments, except those 
triable in the district courts. In this city and county, 
however, all indictments which would be tried by the 
county court are tried by the Municipal Criminal Court. 

The probate courts have a jurisdiction which I can best de- 
scribe by saying that it comprises the whole of that possessed 
by your probate court, and in addition the whole of that 

ossessed by the Court of Chancery (Chancery Division; I 
con pardon) in the administration of estates, and the 
guardianship of minors, with this important difference, that 
here every executor or administrator is bound to obtain a 
tinal discharge from the probate court, so that every 
estate is administered by the court. Let not, however, the 
lips ef those who know what a fat administration suit is, 
water. The proceedings are very simple and inexpensive, 
and-owing tothe large powers possessed by the courts of 
selling, &c., to wind up estates, they are a great public 
convenience. In most counties the county court and the 
probate court are the same with different jurisdictions, and 
[ have not been able to find out why both should not be 
merged in the district courts, nor could I ever understand 
the advantage of having two distinct jurisdictions, even 
supposing it is necessary to have county as well as district 
courts, 

The courts of the justices of the peace are not exclusively 
criminal; they are the small debt courts of the country, as 
well as the courts for preliminary investigation of criminal 
matters, 

In incorporated cities and towns the police courts have 
exclusive jurisdiction over petty larcenies, simple assaults, 
breaches of the peace, riots, and misdemeanours punishable 
by fine not exceeding £100 or six months’ imprisonment, 
and proceedings against vagrants aud disorderly persons ; 
also proceedings for the violation of any ordinance of the 
city, civil or criminal, and in some other small cases. 

(To be continued.) 








The Metropolitan Bord of Works have raised the salary 
of their solicitor, Mr. William Wyke Smith, from £1,409 to 
£1,500 per annum. 

The office of clerk of the peace for the borough of Read- 
ing has become vacant by the death of Mr. Joseph What- 





care that there is every prospect of its lasting for ever. 
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Sacieties. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIEY. 


Ameeting of this society was held on Wednesday last, 
the subject for the evening’s debate being, “That the 
State should pursue the same policy with regard to the 

rsona! control of habitual drunkards, with a view to their 

anent cure and to the diminution of drunkenness, as it 
now pursues with regard to lunatics.” The motion was lost 
bya majority of six. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 

The annual meeting of the society was held on Tuesday, 
at the Queen’s Hotel ; Mr. G, J. Johnson, the president, oc- 
cupied the chair, and there were also present, Messrs. T. 
Martineau (vice-president), T. Horton (honorary secretary), 
8. Balden, jun., J. S. Canning, J.B. Carslake, J. B. Clarke, 
T. B. Couchman, H. D. Crompton, J. Marigold, C. E. 
Mathews, W. Morgan, W. H. Powell, L. P. Rowley, C. T. 
Saunders, J. Walford, &c. 

The following is a sammary of the report of the 
gommittee:—The society nombers at ihis date 176 
members, as against 159 for the, year 1874, The 
treasurer's accounts show a small balance in favour 
of the society on the general account. The com- 
mittee have revised the scale of subscriptions payable by 
members, anc havelfixed the came at £3 3s, per annum, firms 
to pay £3 3s. for the senior partner, and £1 1s. for every 
partner other than the senior, and have reduced the sub- 
scription payable by articled clerks from £1 1s. to 10s. 6d. 
perannum. The committee have taken on lease a site for 
library buildings. The contractor is in possession of the 
site, and the building is now proceeding as rapidly as the 
weather will permit. To provide fynds for the purchase- 
money, and the cost of the new biildings, furnishing, &c., 
the committee have arranged to take up the sum of £2,000 
on security of one hundred debentures of £20 each, bear- 
ing interest at £3 per cent. per annum, the library build- 
ings to be assigned to a trustee for the debenture-holders 
by way of collateral security, and the society to attorn 
tenant to such trustee at @ rent equivalent to £6 per cent. 
upon the amount of thedebentures. The difference between 
the amount of interest and rent to be applied in redemp- 
tion of the debentures, the priority of such redemption to 
be determined by ballot. The. whole of the debentures 
have been taken up. All the new text books and legal 
publications of the year, with the current series of the 
reports, have been added to the shelves, togetber. with 
many other valuable older works, acquired both by dona. 
tion and purchase, the total additions being four handred 
and thirty-eight volumes. During the year four prelimi- 
nary examinations have been held in Birmingham. The 
‘committee notice with regret the increasing frequency 
with which this examination, so important in preserving 
in the future the character and status of the profession, 
has been dispensed with by the judges, and suggest that 
signatures to the memorial of the fitness and capacity of 
the clerk Should be withheld unless the application has 
been previously approved by the local law society. On 
public questions the report says :— 

“Land Transfer Act.—On the re-introduction of this 
measure last session your committee gave careful attention 
to its provisions, and a report thereon, drafted by your 
president, was printed and circulated among the legal 
members of the Legislature and the various law societies ; 
and a petition to the House of Lords, embodying our views 
and suggestions, was prepared, and presented by the Lord 
Chancellor. _ A deputation from your society also attended 
in London, in conjunction with the deputations of other 
Provincial law societies, with a view to give practical 
effect to the suggestions for the amendment of the provi- 
sions of the measure. Your committee cannot but regret 
that the provision for removing land from the register, 
and thereby closing the same as to subsequent dealings, 
was ultimately expunged from the Bill; such provision, 
if retained, would have enabled the profession to test the 
Da ficial working of the Act without injury or prejudice 
oo client, and it would in operation have enabled many 
ef 8 to be simplified, so as to facilitate a better system 

registration in the future. The repeal by this Act of 





section 5 of the Vendor and Parchaser’ Act of 1874, and 
its re-enactment in an altered form, will remove some of 
the difficulties arising upon the construction of the section 
as originally framed, but the substituted enactment is 
very obscure in its terms, and has already given rise to 
litigation. The total repeal of section 7 of the Vendor 
and Purchaser Act is regarded by your committee with 
satisfaction. The rales and orders under the Act have 
been issued so recently that your committee have not had 
opportunity to consider their effect. 

“ Bills of Sale Act.—Upon the re-introduction by Mr. 
Lopes of his Bill for amending this Act, the attention of your 
committee was directed to its provisions, and a report, 
drafted by your president, embodying our views thereon, 
was printed, and sent to the author of the Bill and the 
various law societies. The measure contained some valuable 
provisions, but those relating to the mortgage of trade 
fixtures, a most important question with reference to Bir- 
mingham properties, were erude and ili-calculated to effect 
the desired end. ‘Ihe measure was, towards the end of the 
session, withdrawn. The necessity for hasty legislation on 
this subject is much diminished by the decision ot the House 
of Lords in the case of Meuzx v. Jacobs (23 W. R.526, L. R. 7 
Ch. 481), by which the former decisions, supposed to have 
been overruled by Fx parte Daglish, Re Wilde (21 W. R. 
893, L. R. 8 Ch. 1072), have been to some extent re-estabe 
lished. 

“ Judicature Acts, Rules and Orzers. District Registries. 
—In conjunction with the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies, action was taken to render more effectual for the 
end intended the rules and orders with reference to the 
working of the district registries, and many of the sugges- 
tions made were adopted. 

“ Assize District for Birmingham.—Your committee lean 
from the town clerk that further action upon this important 
question is about to be taken by the town council, and, on 
the suggestion of the mayor, your committee reiterated their 
views in the following resolution :—‘ Resolved—That this 
committee adheres to the views on the subject expressed in 
their statement presented to the Lord Chaneellor on the 24th 
of July, 1874 ‘which statement was afterwards adopted by 
the town council, and presented to the Chancellor under 
date of the 7th of August, 1874), and desires now to record 
a@ conviction, from further experience and consideration, that, 
in the interests of the public, the grant of a civil and 
criminal assize at Birmingham, for Birmingham and parts of 
the adjacent counties of Warwick, Worcester, and Stafford, 
is imperatively required, and would materially strengthen 
and facilitate the administration of justice in the district.’ ’? 

The PrestDENT, in moving the adoption of the report and 
treasurer’s accounts, congratulated the meeting on the 
increase of the members of the society, and also on the 
satisfactory state of the accounts, and the amount of 
money raised during the year, both for the library exten» 
sion fund and the debenture account. With respect to the 
library, the commencement of the new building was the 
great event of the year, but he shouid postpone any 
lengthened remarks on that subject until he had an 
opportunity of meeting the members when the library was 
opened, and of explaining its contents, which would be 
found to be very priceless in character, having been collected 
with great care and great expense by Mr. Horton, the 
honorary secretary. The committee had endeavoured to 
promote legal education in Birmingham by granting the 
use of the library to articled clerks on very reduced terms. 
Respecting the Land Transfer Act, the committee had, in 
conjunction with other provincial law societies, succeeded 
in obtaining one of the two points which they represented 
to the Lord Chancellor, namely, the inexpediency of making 
registration compulsory. They much regretted that a pro- 
vision for removing land from the register was not contained 
in the Bill, as they believed that the practice would have 
grown of certifying titles without keeping them on the 
register, which would have been of very great value. The Bills 
of Sale Act was a subject of very great importance, especially 
to Birmingham ; because, if former decisions had not 
modified, the practice of obtaining loans on leasehold prop- 
erty, including fixtures and fixed machinery, would have 
been greatly Linaend by the necessity of registering all 
such transactions as bills of sale. The committee objected 
to the provisions, which were introduced by Mr. Lopes and 
the Manchester Law Society, on the ground that the true 
principle was to restore the law to the state in which it 
was before the recent decision; and they were very glad to 
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find that the de’ision of the House of Lords had to a great 
extent done that, and thus rendered a piece of very difficult 
lecislation quite unnecessary. The committee had co- 
operated with the corporatjon in representing to the Lord 
Chancellor and the Home Secretary the desirableness of 
making Birmingham an assize district. On the whole, the past 
year had been one in which a great deal of work had devolved 
upon the society, especially the honorary secretary, and they 
had had a fair share of prosperity. 

Mr. BALDEN seconded the motion, and it was adopted. 

Scrutineers to examine the voting lists for the vacancies 
having been appointed, and the auditors having been thanked 
and elected, 

Tbe PrestpeNT moved ‘‘ That in accepting with the 
sincerest thanks the large and valuable donation of legal and 
jurisprudential works made by Mrs. Thomas Smith James 
from the library of her late husband, this meeting desires to 
record an expression of their gratification that so appropriate 
a@ memorial of their late friend and colleague will be pre- 
served in the society’s Jibrary, an institution of which the 
deceased was one of the founders, and whose unabated 
interest therein continued through life.” 

Mr. Morean seconded the motion, which was unanimously 
adopted. 

Mr. C. E. Maruews then proposed “That this meeting 
views with regret the frequency with which the examination 
preliminary to articles is now dispensed with, and believing 
such examination to be of the highest importance in pre- 
serving in the future the character and s atus of the pro- 
fession, requests the committee to bring the subject under 
the notice of the Incorporated Law Society, and to suggest 
to the members of the society that signatures to any 
memorial of the fitness and capacity of any clerk should be 
withheld unless the application has been previously approved 
by the committee of this society.” He said he desired to 
call attention to the paragraph in the report which related 
to the preliminary examination of articled clerks, and it 
would be observed that during the early part of the past 
year one-half of the candid:tes failed to pass such examina- 
tion, in the autumn one-third of them failed, and in the 
winter one-fourth of the candidates failed to pass the exami- 
nation. It was, therefore, abundantly evident that the 
Legislature was wise in insisting upon a preliminary exami- 
nation in general subjects before the students could be 
articled. The committee found that various gentlemen 
were now obtuining articles from solicitors in Birmingham 
who did not belong to that class from which the profession 
was usually recruited. Solicitors were asked to sign 
memorials to dispense in those cases with the preliminary 
examination. In the opinion of the committee it was ex- 
tremely undesirable that these memorials should ever be 
signed by members of the profession, excepting in really 
peculiar cases, and the council recommended that the 
members of the profession should in no case sign such 
memorials until they had previously received the sanction of 
the local committee. 

Mr. Covcuman seconded the motion, and it was carried 
unanimously. 

On the motion of Mr. Martrnzav, seconded by Mr. 
PowF tu, it was resolved ‘‘ That, in the opinion of thia 
meeting, it is desirable it should be understood to be the 
role that solicitors practising in the Birmingham District 
Registry who may undertake business in that registry on 
instructions received from another solicitor, shall conduct 
such business on the usual agency terms.” It was also 
resolved “That, in the opinion cf this meeting, any in- 
terference by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society 
with the freedom of election in supplying vacancies in their 
body by the circulation of a selected Jist of names, or other- 
wise, intimating a predilection in favour of any particular 
candidate, should te deprecated as prejudicial to the 
interests of the profession.” 

Mesers. T. S. Eddowes (Sutton Coldfield), G. J. Johnson, 
J. Marigold, C. E, Mathews, A. Ryland, C. T. Saunders, 
and J. J. Slater (Darlaston) were ejected to fill the vacancies 
on the committee. 

The proceedings then terminated. 


WORCESTER AND WORCESTERSHIRE 
LAW SOCIETY. : 
The general annual meeting of the Worcester and 
Worcestershire Law Society was held in the Library on 
Monday, the 24th inst., the following members being pre- 
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sent — Messrs. Beale (president), Woof (vice-president) 
Clarke, Corbett, Crisp, H. Corbett, and Allen (honorary 
secretary). 

The accounts, which showed the fandsof the society ty 
be in a satisfactory position, having been passed, the re. 
port of the committee was read, from which it appeareg 
that the total number of members and subscribers at the 
termination of the year was seventy-two, as:against seventy. 
seven the previous year. Two new members, Mr. W, 
Masefield, of Ledbury, and Mr. S. J. Tombs, of Droitwich 
were elected at this meeting, and Mr. T. S. Pritchard, of 
the Oxford Circuit, and Mr. Joseph A, Yorke, stipendi 
magistrate of South Shields, were elected subscribers, 

The number of books (not including periodicals yn. 
bound) taken out of the library was 1,331, as against 1,072 
in the previous year. Thesum of £70 63. dd. had been ex. 
pended in the purchase of books. 

The report also referred to the action of the society in 
reference to the Judieature Bill and the meeting of the In. 
corporated Law Society in Liverpool. 

The eleotion of officers for the present year then took 
place. 

Mr. Richard Woof was elected president, Mr. Francis 
Parker, vice-president, and Mr. W. Allen was re-elected 
honorary secretary aud treasurer, 

Messrs. Southall, Clarke, Banle, Hyde, and Corbett, in 
addition to the above three ¢x-ofic » members, were elected 
as the committee. 








Obituary. 


MR. JOSEPH WHATLEY. 


Mr. Joseph Whatley. solicitor, cf Reading, died at his 
residence, Hone's-green, near Woki:gham, about a wek 
ago, after only five days’ prostration, from +n attack of 
paralysis, in his eighty-fiftah year. The deceassd was a 
member of a Reading family, and had been over sixty years 
in practice asa solicitor, haviug been aimitt'd as long ag) 
as in 1814. Inthe early part of his career he was in part- 
nership with Messrs. John Biggs and Charles Currey Bick- 
ham; subsequently, he was sssociated with Mr. Robert 
Coster Dryland, and more recently with his son, Mr. Joseph 
Osbert Whatley, who was admitted in 1867. Mr. Whatley 
was a perpetual commissioner for Berk<hire, Wiltshire, 
Hampshire, Surrey, Buckinghamshire, and Oxfordshire, 
and ever since the passing of the Municipsl Reform Act 
he had been clerk of the peace for the borough of Reading. 
For several years he had not taken a very active part in 
professional work, but he was present at the Reading 
Quarter Sessions on the 4th init., apparently in his ordinary 
health. 


MR. EDWIN WYATT. 


Mr. Edwin Wyatt, solicitor and proctor, of Wrexham, 
died on the 14th inst., at the age of fifty-four. The deceased 
was the son of Mr. Edwin Wyatt, solicitor, of St. Asaph, 
many years secretary to the ies of the diocese. He 
was born in 1821, and having been articled to his father, 
was admitted a solicitor in 1851, and for some time 
practised both at St. Asaph and at Wrexham. Mr. Wyatt 
held seversl public offices, being clerk to the county jus- 
tices and Commissioners of Taxes at Wrexham, to the Wrex- 
ham, Ruabon, and Llangollen Turnpike Road Trusts, and 
to the Commissioners of Lieutevanvy ; also solicitor to the 
Gresford Asso:iation for the Prosecution of Felons, and 
Treasurer of the Wrexham Corporation and Board of Guard- 
ians. He belonged to the Conservative party, but was not 
a very active politician. He was baried at Wrexham chruck 
on the 20th inst., the funeral being attended by several 
members of the corporation, and other neighbours and friends. 





The Town Council of Hull have fixed Saturday, the 5h 
of February, a8 the Jast day for receiving applications for 
the offices of town clerk, clerk to the urban sanitary 
authority, registrar of the Borough \Court of Rec7rd, ant 
steward of the corporation manor, The salary of the com: 
bined offices will be £1,000 a year, the clerks being paid by 
the corporation, to whom all fees are to be yaid over. 
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Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. James BassEIT, solicitor, of Rochester, has been ap- 

inted Clerk to the Local Board for the Gillingham 
(Kent) District. 

Mr. GeorGE Stabe Butter, solicitor, of Rye, has been 
elected Clerk to the Commissioners of Rye Harbour, in the 
place of the late Mr. Edwin Nathaniel Dawes, of Rye. 

Mr. RicHarD Nock HEanz, solicitor, of Newport, Shrop- 
shire. has been elected Clerk to the Newport Local Board 
of Health, at 9 salary of £50 a year. 

Mr. Witt1am Hores HeErxis, solicitor, of Hawkshead and 
Ambleside, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of the County 
of Westmorland for the ensuing year. 

Mr. G. S. JosEpn, solicitor (of the firm of Tamplin, 
Taylor, & Joseph), 159, Feuchurch-street, has been appointed 
a Commissioner in England for taking Affidavits in the 
Supreme Court of the Colony of Victoria. 

Mr. Ormond Drimmic Matcotm has been appointed 
one of her Majesty’s Counsel for the Babama Islands. Mr. 
Malcolm is the Speaker of the House of Assembly in 
that colony. 

_ Mr. Oppen Frepertck Reap, solicitor, of Thetford, has 
been elected Clerk to the New School Board for the United 
District of Thetford. | 








Sudges’ Chambers.* 


(Before Linn ty, J.) 
Jan. 18.—WNicholson v. Jackson, 
Counter-claim—Ord. 22, r. 9. 

This was an application to strike out a counter-claim in 
the above action, which was for libel. The alleged libel was 
contained in a circular letter published by defendant among 
the shareholders of the Haane Colliery Company (Limited). 
The plaintiff was one of the directors of the company, who 
were charged in the letter with conspiracy and fraud. The 
defence was that the communications were privileged, and 
there was & counter-claim for damages for loss sustained in 
respect of shares bought on false representations. 

Forbes, for plaintitf.—The plaintiff alone is not responsi- 
ble on this counter-claim, but the other directors also. The 
action for libel is a simple one; the cuunter-claim will be 
long and involved. The libel is a very gross one, and this 
counter-claim must prejudice the plaintiff. 

Underhill, for defendant.—If we hava really been induced 
to buy shares by their fraud, it would be absurd that they 
should be allowed to bring an action of libel against us, and 
perhaps recover damages, merely because we cannot 
technically justify. 

Lixptey, J.—This is one of those cases where it would 
be very difficult to keep the jury from mixing up the two 

ms. 

Order to strike out counter-claim, without prejudice to 
any action the defendant may bring, and on the terms that 
the plaintiff in this action shall not issue execution on any 
jadgment he may obtain withont leave of a court or a judge. 
Costs in the cause. 

Tn this case, under the provision of the new scale of costs, 
ger allowance of £1 1s. was made to the solicitor on 
each side. 


Jan. 19.—Hope v. Banks. 
Amendment of pleadings—Ord. 27, r. 1. 

This was an action for an alleged breach of an agreement 
totake a house, The plaintiff was to have assigned his 
lease to the defendant, and had written naming a day upon 
Which he could give up possession; but before the day 
named his wife became ill, and he wrote to the defendant 
saying he should be unable to give possession on that day. 
The defendant then took another house, and shortly after 
having done so received a letter from the plaintiff, offering 
to give possessior. in three weeks. The plaintiff, in his 
statement of claim, had set out certain of the letters be- 


. Reported by A. H. Birrieston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. _ 





tween the parties, and alleged that they contained a con- 
tract on the part of the defendant to take an assignment of 
plaintiff's lease. 

Grantham, had applied to the master, and now appealed 
to the judge, to strike out this statement of claim as em- 
barrassing, and as not setting out the facts on which the 
plaintiff relied. 

Macleod, for plaintiff. 

Appeal dismissed with costs. 


Jan, 19.—Southwe'l v. Rowditch. 
Stay of proceedings—Ord. 58, r. 16. 

This was an application for a stay of proceedings for the 
Purpose of an appeal. 

Aspland, for plaintiff.—As an appeal is now no stay 
of execution, I ask that the defendant pay £330 into 
court ; and also that he pay the costs of this summons, 
and be under terms to give notice of appeal within fourteen 
days ; otherwise no stay. 

A, L. Smith, for defendant.—I object to being ordered 
to pay the money into court. This is an action betweer 
two merchants, and there is no suggestion of insolvency 
against the defendant. The action is brought on the 
technicalities of a bought note. 

LinpDey, J.—I shall not order the money to be paid into 
conrt. 

Order for stay of proceedings, notice of appeal to be 
glven within fourteen days ; costs of this application to be 
plaintiff's. 


Jan. 20.—Billing v. N¢_holsen. 
County court appeal—County Courts Act, 1875, s. 6—Julica- 
ture Act, 1873, s. 46. 

Wheeler, moved ex parte for a rue nisi in this case 
calling uvon the other side to show cause why the decision 
of the county court judge in their favour should not be re- 
versed. The judges of the Divisional Court were appointed, 
but the court was not yet constituted. Brett, J., had 
directed this application to a judge at chambers. 

Linpiey, J.—I think the better course now is to extend 
the time for moving until such time as the Divisional Court 
shall sit to hear appeals. 

Order accordingly. 


Jan. 20.—Leathley (on bshalf of himself and all o'hers 
the underwriters, §c.) v. Macandrew and Ano:her, 
Agreement to refer—Undisclosed plaixtiffs—Or1. 16, r. 9. 

This was an application to stay the above astion on the 
ground of an agreement to refer. 

J. C. Mathew, for defendants.—Leathley is hound by an 
agreement to refer. Iam willing to admit that we con- 
tracted personally, but not that we are owners. 

Butterworth, for plaintiffs. —The other plaintiffa who were 
not parties to the agreement to refer are not bound. If 
the defendants admit that they are owners, then we do 
not object to the reference. If they admit their owner- 
ship, then of course they are liable to us in this action. 

Lrypxey, J.—This form of action is familiar to chancery 
practitioners, and it has always been held that a defen:e to 
the plaintiff on the record is a defence to the suit. I do not 
think the personal liability of the plaintiffs on the agreement 
to refer is quite the question. If the defsndants do not ad- 
mit ownership there is a question for the jury, and the 
agreement to refer does not apply. 

No order, unless the defendants admit tht they were 
owners of The Cid ; if they do, order with liberty to apply 
to settle terms of reference. Costs in the cause. 


Jan. 21,—Lereeuley v. Harrison and Others. 
Joinder of defendant—Ord. 16, rr. 13, 17, 18, 19. 

This was an action by a merchant against sclicitors for 
negligence. The defence was that the negligenca, if any, 
was that of K., whom the defendants had instructed. Master 
Manley Smith had made an order joining K. as a defendant 
in the action, and the plaintiff appealed against this order. 

Horne Pavne, for plaintiff.—The defendants do not apply, 
as they might have done, under rr. 17, 18, 19, of ord. 16, in 
which case notice must have been given to the third party 
from whom they claimed indemnity ; but they apply under 
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v. 13 of that order. Williams v. Andrews (ante, p- 100) 
and Smith v. Haseltine (ante, p. 140) are the only two 
cases I have found where this rule has been applied ; and 
in these cases the circumstances are quite different to those 
in this case. The rule was probably intended to meet any 
difficulty which might arise from the abolition of pleas in 
abatement. The master has now ordered us to sue a de- 
fendant whose liability we do not recognize. 

Bullen, for defendants.—We say that K. is the party 
who is really liable. We admit retainer by the plaintiff, 
but we say that with his consent our managing clerk put 
the matter in K.’s hands. I submit that one of the 
objects of r. 13 was to meet the difficulty of not being able 
to put in evidence at the trial everything that was material, 
through persons who were conxected with the matters ia 
question not being joined. If we had served K. with a 
notice of indemnity under r. 18, be need not have made 
himself a pariy to the action unless he chose to do so; and 
if he chose not to put in an appearance, the essential part 
of our evidence would have been shut out. If it should 
turn out that the joinder of K. was unnecessary or un- 
reasonable, the costs occasioned by such joinder will fall 
upon us. E 

Linpiey, J.—I think that this application is not within 
r. 13 of ord. 16, and that the master was mistaken. 

aaenioat K. to be struck out; decision of master re- 
versed. 


Jan. 21.—McCorquodale v. Bell and Another. 
Interrogatories—Ord. 31, r. 1. 

This was an action for improper tender ; issue had been 
joined, and an order was now applied for by the plaintiffs 
to deliver interrogatories. 

English Harrison, for plaintiffz—Our case is that the 
defendants improperly got hold of our tender for stationery 
to the Great Western Railway Company, and then 
altered their tender so as to make it lower. We allege that 
the defendants and one B. maliciously conspired 
together for that purpose. ‘The interrogatories go to prove 
that the defendants, B.,and S. a clerk of the Great 
Western Railway Company, were in the room toge- 
ther when this took place, and what then occurred, As they 
have denied our allegations, we are entitled to ask them 
‘questions to prove them. 

J. Francis, for defenéants.—My objection to these inter- 
Togatories is that they tend to implicate other persons than 
the defendants. 

Linprey, J.—I think that, under the circumstances of the 
defendants having denied this charge, the plaintiffs are 
— to put these interrogatories, 

rder. 


Jan. 22.—Beck v. Dear. 
Joinder of plaintiff—Ord. 16, r. 13. 

This was an action by an auctioneer for his commission on 
goods sold, 

R. Williams, for defendant.—A company built a large 
hotel, which Dear furnished ; the company bas been wound 
up, and the furniture has been sold by auction by agree- 
ment of all parties. The auctioneer has brought this action 
against us, and we have a claim against the official Jiquida- 
tor of the company in rerpect of an alleged property in half 
the furniture. We say that the auctioneer sold for the 
liquidator. We wish the official liquidator to be joined as a 
plaintiff, that we may bring our counter-claim, which arises 
Out of thesame matter, against him, and have it decided in 
this action. 

Bullen, for plaintiff. 

No order. Costs to be plaintiff's in any event. 


Jan. 22.—Storer v. Simmons and Others. 
Cross-examining defendant—Ord. 37, rr. 2, 4. 

This was an issue, directed by Master Dodgson, between 
a judgment debtor and a judgment creditor and garnishees. 

A. L. Smith, for plaintiff.—I apply now, underrr. 2 and 4 
of ord. 37, for an order against the defendants to come up 
and be cross-examined. Judgment has been obtained in onr 
favour against Simmons for £1,740. We have obtained a 
garnishee order against Arnold and Lewis. In December, 
1875, Arnold and Lewis denied that they had money owing 
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or accruing to Simmons ; they now admit £640, and deny 
as to the remainder. They bought Simmons’ business ip 
October, 1874, for £30,000, giving a bill of sale to Simmons 
on the whole property. This bill of sale is still registered 
with no satisfaction against it. The question is whether 
we are not entitled to cross-examine them as to the truth 
of their statements, Even in an ordinary liquidated 
claim, under ord. 14, r. 3, the defendant may now be 
ordered to come forward and be cross-examined. The whole 
spirit of the Act is opposed to our being driven to trial, when 
an interlocutory proceeding such as this may render it 
unnecessary. : : 

F. Knight, for defendant.—The affidavit of the girnishees 
gives a perfectly natural account of the transaction. They 
show exactly how the money has deen paid by degress, It 
would be an undeserved reproach to order them to be cross. 
examined. As to what my friend says about being driven 
to trial, there will be no trial of this issue; it must be re. 
ferred to an accountant. : 

Lixviey, J.—It is quite obvious that there is a grest 
difference between these persons, though they are witnesses, 
and ordinary witnesses ; because they are not only witnesses, 
but you have a question to try with them, which renders 
this course unnecessary. The rule was inserted to meet the 
case of an ordinary witness, nota party to the case, against 
whom there would be no other power. 

Appeal dismissed with costs. 


Jan. 22.—Golding v. The Wharton Rail and River Salt 
Company. 
Amendment of pleadings—Ord. 27, r. 1. 

This was an action fer the breach of a contract to deliver 
as much salt as the plaintiff should require for three months, 
Master Manley Smith had refused to strike out several 
paragraphs from the statement of defence, and that decision 
was now appealed against. One of the paragraphs which it 
was desired to strike out denied the breach on the ground 
that the plaintiff's requisitions were unreasonable. The 
other paragraphs objected to stated that the contract was 
entered into with the plaintiff as director of a company, 
The contract was also set out, but there was nothing upon 
its face to show that the contract was other than a contract 
with the plaintiff personally. : 

F. 0. Crump, for plaintiff.—The salt was to be delivered 
by rail or river as the plaintiff should require. Our re- 
quisitions were for 480 tons per week. If there was any 
doubt as to the law, it would be right to drive me to demar, 
But the law is clear that the defendant should have pro- 
tected himself in the contract ; as he has contracted with 
out reservation, he must either deliver what we require, 
or indemnify us, unless he alleges that our demands were 
made, not for the purposes of our busivess, but for the pur- 
pose of defrauding him. As to the defence that the con- 
tract was with the plaintiff as a director, parol evidence 
will only be admitted to prove that there was no contract, 
and is not admissible for the purpose of varying the written 
contract. This paragraph of the defence raises a false 
issue, 

J.B. Allen, for defendants.—One of the chief questions 
in the action will be whether the requirements made were 
the requirements of Golding, Davis, & Co., or of Golding 
personally. Wesay that we contracted with him in one 
capacity, and that he made his requisitions in another capa- 
city. : 

Linpiey, J.—There are two questions to be decided ia 
this action; first, what is the intention of the contract ; 
secondly, what is the true character of the requirements 
that have been made. I do not think that these para- 
graphs of the statement of defence are embarrassing, aud I 
shall not strike them out. 

Appeal dismissed with costs. 


Monday, Jan. 17.—Leave To PLEAD any Demur—Onrp. 
28, x. 5.—An application having been made to a district 
registrar for leave to plead and demur—the ground of de- 
murrer being that the statement of claim disclosed no cause 
of action—and having been refused, 

Linpxey, J., reversed that decision, and made the order. 

Moncton, for plaintiff. 

Anstie, for defendant. 
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Pussday, Jan. 18,—DisMtssinc ACTION FOR WANT OF PRosE- 
coriox—ORrD. 29, 8. 1. —This was an appeal from a master’s 
decision, refasing to dismiss an action for want of prosecu- 
tiov. The action was on a bill of exchange, and the writ was 
gerved in August last. Leave to appear was obtained on 
‘Angust 12, and notice of appearance was sent to the plaintiff 
on the following day. Nothing had since been done. On 
behalf of the defendant it was ct.t :d that as he had been 
paid by the acceptor he had not gone on against the in- 
dorser, and that the indorser had given him a cheque for 
the amount, which, on endeavouring to cash, was found 
to bestopped. On behalf of the defendant it was argued 
that, under the old procedure, a notice to deliver the 
declaration in four days could have been delivered, and, 
jf not complied with, judgment signed for the amount 
of claim and costs; that the money paid was paid in a 
different action, and that the present defendant had paid 
nothing ; that he gave a cheque for the amount of the bill to 
the plaintiff on the condition that it should not be cashed if 
the plaintiff recovered from the acceptor ; and that the 
plaintiff should not have issued two writs, one against the 
indorser and another against the acceptor ; both should have 
teen included in one writ. 

Linpity, J.—I shall certainly not let the action go on 
simply to determine who is to pay the costs. All further 
proceedings in the action to be stayed; the defendant to 
pay the costs of the writ. 


InJUNCTION—JUDICATURE Act, 1873, 8. 25, sUB-SECTION 
§—This}was an ex parte application for an interim injunc- 
tion in an action on a bill of exchange. 

Moncton, for plaintiff, said that he was applying ex parte, 
but that notice of this application had been given that day 
to the other side. It was desired to restrain the defendant 
from negotiating a bill of exchange obtained without any 
consideration, until the action. 

Order to restrain defendant from parting with the bill 
before judgment in action or further order, plaintiff under- 
taking to abide by any order the court may make as to 
damages, and to accept one day’s notice of any application 
the defendant may make to dissolve the injunction. 


Discovery—Orp, 31, rn. 12.—<An application was made 
for further discovery of documents. The defendant’s affidavit 
stated that he had no documents in his power, possession, 
orcontrol. It appeared that the defendant was a bankrupt, 
and that all his booke and papers had been handed over to 
the trustee. 

LinptEy, J.—The defendant mus! state what documents 
passed from him to the trustee, and the fact, of their so 


Ing. 
Order for further affidavit within a week as to docu- 
ments _ have been in defendant’s power, possession, or 
control. 


Wednesday, Jan. 19.—INsuNcTION—JupICATURE ACT, 
1873, s. 25, suB-SECTION 8.—An ex parte application was 
made for an injunction to restrain the defendant in an action 
of trespass from continuing his tre+passes. It was stated in 
the plaintiff’s affidavit that the defendant had destroyed the 
gras: on part of plaintiff’s land by driving a horse and cart 
over it, 

Linpiey, J.—I never heard of an injunction to restrain a 
man from trespassing on land with a horse and cart. 
Injunctions are not ordinarily granted for mere trespass, 
unless serious injury is threatened to the property. ‘This 
affidavit speaks of an injury that has been done. Youcan 
serve the defendant with notice, if you like, and apply again ; 
but I do not advise that course, as I think you will not get 
4n injunction. 


Friday, Jan. 21.—InTERROGATORIES—Orp. 31, R. 5—An 
‘pplication was made to strike out forty-five interroga- 
tories, as irrelevant, delivered by the defendant, in an 
action of ejectment by a mortgagee against a mortgagor. 

Linpiey, J.—Interrogatories must have some connection 
with the pleadings. I shall strike these out on the general 
Sound that they have nothing to do with the matter in 

estion as it appears on the pleadings. 

errogatories to be struck out without prejudice to any 
fresh interrogatories the defendant may be advised to de- 
ver, Costs to be plaintiff's in any event. 





Stray or Proceepincs—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 24, 
SUB-SECTION 5.—This was an spplication to stay proceed- 
ings in an action on two solicitors’ bills of costs. The writ 
had been issued on October 21, declaration October 30, 
statement of defence November 10, reply November 27. A 
summons had been taken out now in the Rolls Court for an 
order to tax, and it was asked to stay proceedings in the ac- 
tion. An objection was taken that the application had been 
delayed too long ; but, on the defendant agreeing to with- 
draw all his defence except as to the costs being taxed, _ 

Liyoxey, J., said that he would make the order, putting 
the plaintiff in the same position as he would have been in 
if the defendant had made this application promptly. 

Order to stay all further proceedings in the action. The 
defendant to pay the plaintiff's costs of the action subse- 
quent to the writ up to the present time, including the costs 
of this application ; defendant undertaking to obtain an 
order to tax with all practicable speed. 


ANswERS TO INTERROGATORIES—ORD. 31.—An objection 
was taken to an answer to an interrogatory administered by 
the plaintiff in an action, on the ground that it stated the 
defence to the action as well as answering the interrogatory. 

Warburton Pike, for plaintiff.—I do not object to his 
putting that part of his answer which states his defence 
into a separate answer, because then I can object at the 
trial to its being read, and ask that it may be proved by 
witnesses. But if it remains part of another answer it 
renders the whole answer useless, as I cannot read part 
of'an answer. 

Bigham, for defendant.—My friend cannot ask me to give 
two answers to one question. e 

LinbLEy, J.—I cannot say that the defendant must split 
up his answer to suit the plaintiff's convenience. I think 
there may arise cases where such an application would be 
granted ; but here, I think, the latter part of the answer, 
which is objected to as matter of defence, is a qualification 
of the former part. 

No order. 


Discovery—Orp. 31, kr. 12,13; Appenprix B., rorm 9. 
—In the same action as the above, an objection was taken 
‘by Warburton Pike, that the affidavit ef documents filed by 
defendant was insufficient, as it made no mention of 
books, and had not followed the statutory form. 

Bigham—tThe form given by the Act is optional. 

LinpiEy, J.—The statutory form is the right form, and 
is intended to be the common form. An affidavit of docu- 
ments is intended now to be exhaustive, and the form given 
in the Act is so. 

Order for better affidavit of documents. 


Saturday, Jan. %2.—DiscontinvaNnce—OrD. 23.—This 
was an application by a defendant to vary an order of Master 
Walton, staying an action on payment of costs. It was con- 
tended that he had no power to make such an order, and 
that the summons, the wording of which the order followed, 
was misconceived, as it followed the old practice. It was 
further contended that this order would enable the plaintiff 
to go on with the action subsequently, and that the defend- 
ant had now a right to be put in the same position as if he 
had a judgment in his favour. 

Lrptey, J.—It seems to me to be very immaterial ; but L 
will vary the order by substituting the word “ discontinued 
for “ stayed.” 


(Before Ancu1BaLpD, J.) 


Monday, Jan. 24.—Insrection oF Documents—OrD. 31, 
R. 18.—This was an action of trespass, and the plaintiff 
asked for inspection of two documents named in the pleadings. 
For the defendant, it was objected that he was the freeholder, 
and these documents were his title-deeds ; that the plaintiff 
set up a twelve years’ possession, but without stating whether 
as tenant or freeholder; and that the defendant denied his 
‘title altogether. For the plaintiff, it was said that if these 
title-deeds were shown, the plaintiff might at once discontinue 
the action. 

No order. Defendant’s costs in the cause. 





The chairmanship of the Carnarvonshire Quarter Sessions 
has become vacant by the resignation of Lord Newborough, 
who had held the post for thirty years. 
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Leqal Pews. 


The Horsham election petition is to be heard before Mr 
Justice Quain on Monday, the 14th of February. 

Mr. Peter Edward Hansell, solicitor, of Norwich, has been 
elected treasurer of the Norwich and Norfolk Musi¢al 
Festival, in succession to the late Mr. Francis John Bla ke, 
solicitor, of Norwich. 

The Paris correspondent of the Daily News says that the 
evening papers announce that Marwood, the London hang- 
man, described in French idiom as the executioner of high 
works, is in Paris for a week, to amuse him-self. 


Sir Henry Maine will begin a course of public lectures in 
the University of Oxford, on Saturday, February 12, at 
two p.m., in Corpus Christi Hall. The subject of the lec- 
tures will be the ‘‘Salic Law,” and that of the first “ The 
Origin of the So-called Salic Rule of Regal Succession.” 

Vice-Chancellor Malins announced, on Wednesday, that 
he had been considering the duration of the present sittings, 
viz., from the 11th of January inst. to the 13th of April next, 
aud felt that some little break in so long a period would be 
of great benefit, not only to the judge, but te the profession 
and the suitors also. He proposed, therefore, to rise for four 
or five days at the end of February, and would take care that 
due notice should be given of the day of his rising. 

The subjects of examination for the Chancellor’s Medal 
for Legal Studies in 1877 at Cambridge are as follows :— 
(1) Roman Civil Law. Roman Civil Law from the earliest 
times to the publication of the edictum annuum. (2) Interna- 
tional Law. Rights and duties of neutrals. (3) Constitutional 
History of England. Origiv, history, and privileges 
of Parliament. (4) General Law of England. Criminal 
Law as administered by magistrates other than the judges 
of assize. The prize is open to the competition of all 
— of the university under the standing of M.A. or 
LL.M. 


Mr. Charles John Follett, B.C.L., solicitor, of Exeter, has 
been presented with a testimonial to commemorate his 
public services during a two years’ mayoralty of that city. 
A sum of nearly £400 was raised by subscription, part of 
which was applied to a present of plate for Mrs. Follett, and 
the remainder to a portrait of Mr. Follett to be placed in the 
Town Hall. The presentation took placeon Monday, the 
17th inst., at a crowded meeting, presided over by Mr. Wil- 
cocks, the present mayor, who handed to Mr. Follett an 
illuminated seroll containing a list of the names of the 
subscribers, 

In the course of the hearing of a motion on Tuesday, in 
the Irish Court of Exchequer, in which a pamphlet, pub- 
lished by the defendant, in relation to another action against 
him still pending, was produced in court, Mr. Baron Dowse 
read passages from it, ia which he said the writer accused the 
judge of incompetence, his own counsel of inefficiency, and 
the opposite counsel of corruption. ‘‘ Judges,” his lordship 
continued, are ‘‘ often libelled. They are libelled every 
day, They take no notice of these Jibels, relying on their 
character asa sufficient refutation. In this way a sort of 
prescription is established, and at the end of ten or fifteen 
years people begin to taink there is some truth in the 
charges. I[ think that some time or other there ought to be 
a stand taken against this practice,” 

The Lord Chancellor has forwarded a letter to the Town 
Clerk of Norwich with reference toa complaint from the Par- 
liamentary and Bye-Laws Committee of the Norwich Town 
Council that solicitors, brewers, and editors of newspapers, 
though eligible for the office of mayor, are in practice ex- 
cluded from the commission of the peace. The Lord Chan- 
cellor, writing through Mr. E. Ross, Secretary of Commis- 
sions, observes: ‘The Lord Chancellor knows of no rule 
excluding the editors of newspapers from the commission, 
and he has never acted on that principle. Thore is not any 
rule which excludes, nor has the Lord Chancellor had occa- 
sion to exclude, solicitors as euch. But the Lord Chancel- 
lor has always considered that where a solicitor or his part- 
ner practised before a bench of magistrates in a borough 
there would be an obvious inconvenience in .placing him on 
the bench to exercise the functions of a magistrate in that 
town. It is not the practice to appoint brewers to be magis- 
trates. This is a practice which the Lord Chancellor found 
in existence when he entered upon his office, and he has 





SS 
acted upon a rule which has been long observed. There jy 
no doubt that this rule has in some cases occasioned up. 
siderable local inconvenicnce ; and looking to the manner ig 
which by the licensing and cther statutes the intervention 
of magistrates who are brewers in cases under those Acts js 
prohibited, the Lord Chancellor is not prepared to say that 
this rule might not be re-considered with advantage,” 


The proceedings, says the Daily New;, in the Second 
Divisional Court of the Common Pleas Div'sion sitting for 
the trial of causes on Monday illustrated the uncertainty 
that at present prevails under the new system. The cout 
was appointed to sit at half-past ten ; but at twenty minutes 
past ten no one about Westminster Hall kaoew even in what 
chamber the court would sit. Soon after, however, this 
point was ascertained, anl the jurors who had assembled iy 
one court were marched upstairs to another, and soon twelrg 
of their number were upon some temporary benches which 
have lately done duty for a jury box, and were ready to g) 
on with business. 1t then appeared that it was not knowa 
which judge was to presile, and it was not until past eleven 
that Mr. Justice Lindley took his seat and disposed of the 
first cause, which was an action of ejectment, in which the 
plaintiff did not appear, and in which the defendant, a'ter 
giving evidence of possession, obtained judgment dismssing 
the action. Ina few minutes Mr. Justice Grove suver-e led 
his brother judge, and proceeded with the list. He pat- 
poned the next two cases, the parties not b2ing readv ; and 
the two remaining ones were struck out, the plaintiffs being 
absent. A case was then brought over from the First Court, 
and this his lordship said he must go on with, though the 
leading counsel on both sides were away and it was said to be 
doubtful,whether the defendant and his witnesses knew that 
the cause was being tried, his lordship saying that in the 
present confasion that prevailed in consequance of so many 
courts sitting at once he really could not postpone any cause 
without a sufficient reason. 





Zaw StuYents’ Sourwatl. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The following gentlemen were on Wednesday called to the 
bar :— 

Lincorn’s-INN.—William Rhodes, Esq., Oxford; Joho 
Arthur Godley, Esq., Oxford ; Thomas Bertram Udall, Ex, 
Oxford; Henry Samuel Benbow Price, Esq., Oxford; 
Charles Lund Fry Edwards, Esq., Oxtord ; Gerald Edwart 
Maude, Esq., Oxford; Neville Tebbutt, Esq., London; 
Philip Chichely Hyde Snow, Esq., Merton Coilege, Oxford; 
William Gordon Fellowes, Esq., Oxford; Charles Easton 
Jolliffe, Esq., Cambridge; Rickard Jcha Taaffe, Eq, 
University of London ; Christopher William Cecil Procter, 
Esq., Cambridge; Lewis Boyd Sebastian, Esq, Oxford; 
William Chambers Lefroy, Esq., Oxford ; Tho was Willian 
Ratcliff, Esq., University of London ; Joha Charles Earle, 
Esq., Oxford ; Edward Egremont Sutton, Exq., Dublin; 
Jobn Albert Slater, Esq. ; Daniel de Castro, Esq., Cambridge, 
and Henry Edward Trevor, Esq., Oxford. 

Inner TempLe.—Sherard Beaumont James Burnaby, 
Esq., Cambridge ; Archibald Henry Hamilton, E+q., Cam- 
bridge; Arthur Edward Wannop, Esq., Oxford; Alwen) 
Gilbert Scott, E-q., Oxford; Richard Paul Apcar Vaa 
Gelder, Esq., Cambridge; William Alfred Meek, Esq. 
Cambridge; William Henry Stacpoole, E+q., Dublin; 
Thomas Street Plumb, Esq., Oxford ; Cherks Algernon 
Whitmore, Esq., Oxford; William Minet, Esq., Oxford; 
the Hon. Herbert Perrott Murray Pakington, Oxtord ; James 
Chitty Hannen, Esq., Oxford ; Charles Edward Baring 
Young, Esq., Cambridge ;Charles King Frencis, Esq., Oxford; 
Maurice Hawtrey Truelove, Esq., London ; Juliaa Ras-eli 
Sturgis, Esq., Oxford; John Lydekker, Esq., Cambridge; 
Stephen Henry West, Esq., Oxford ; ‘Thomas Holford Cowart, 
Esq., Cambridge ; Charles Beilby Stwart-Wortley, Exq., Ox- 
ford ; Francis Hornby Birley, Eeq., Oxford ; Sir Offley Wake- 
man, Oxford ; Frederick Joseph Patton, Esq., Oxford ; J smes 
Valentine Austin, Esq., Oxford; Christopher Smyth, Esq, 
Oxford; John Gorell Barnes, Esq., Cambridge ; Cha:les 
Edward Howard Vincent, Esq. ; Frederick Charles Coxheud 
Esq., Oxford; and Narayanaiyar Subrahmanyam, Esq, 
Madras, ‘ 

Mippie Temris.—R. M. Johns, Esq.; W. Ll. Lowis, 
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Erq., of Queen’s University, Dublin; J. J. Wilson, Esq.; 

MH. S. Beadnell, Esq. ; George Puckle, Esq.; S. G. Sale, 

of the University of London; R. B. Muir, Baa. J. 
illes, 


Esqy 


Foverley, Esq., of Clare College, Cambridge ; E. P. 
Esq. 








Court Papers. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 


Court or APPEAL FROM INFERIOR Courts. 

It is ordered that all cases of appeals from petty or 
quarter sessions, county courts, or other inferior courts, 
ynder the 45th section of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Act, 1873, intended to be heard and determined in any 
one of the second, third, or fourth divisions of the High 
Court of Justice, be lodged and filed in the Crown Office, 
Queen’s Bench Division. 

It is further ordered that in each case three paper-books 
be lodged by the appellant with the clerks of the judges 
selected under r. 16 of the Rules of December, 1875, at the 
Judges’ Chambers, in Rolls’-gardens, Chancery-lane, four 
clear days before the day appointed for the hearing. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Jan, 28, 1876. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
$ per Cent. Consols, 9+4 Annuities, April, ’85, 9% 
Mitte for Account, Feb, 2, 944 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 14908 
Do3 per Cent Reduced, 94% Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. 3 pm. 
New 3 per Cont., 948 Ditto, £500, Do, 3 pm. 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, £100 & -£200, 4 pm. 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stook,. 5 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year), 258 
Annuities, Jan. *°80 — Ditte for Account, 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto § per Cent., July, 80, 1(64 Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,’79, 93 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cents: 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. ’88, 1064 April, ’64 

Jitto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent,, Aug. '73 
Ditto Exfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent 83 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

Qud, bof, Pr., 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, dittc, under £1000 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 


The Bank rate was reduced on Thursday to 4 per cent., 
the proportion of reserve to liabilities having increased 
from 3910 43 per cent. In the foreign market there has 
been great excitement in Egyptian stocks, which show a 
considerable fall. Home railways are generally lower 
than last week, the traffic returns not being favourable. 
The London and County Bank have declared a dividend 
of 8} per cent., against 10 per cent. the corresponding half 
of last year. Consols close at 94} to 94} for money and 
accouut. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Ginrons—Jan. 24, at 1, Pembroke-gardens, Kensington, the 
wife of Henry Frederick Gibbons, barrister-at-law, of a 
eaughbter. 

Greenwoop—Jan. 21, at Netherwood Cottage, East Finchley, 
the wife of Harry Greenwood, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

CiANDLER—SHEBBEARE—Jan. 22, at the Church of St. Michael 
Burleigh, London, 8S. Chandler, of Basingstoke, solicitor, to 
Margaret, widow of the late T. C. Shebbeare, of that place, 
and daughter of James Whicher, late of Landguard Villa, 
Southsea. 

Dutw—Watson—Jan. 26, at the parish church of St. Mary, 
Putney, Alfred Drew, of Gray’s-inn, and Surbiton, to Frances, 
thiid daughter of the late John Watson, of West-hill, Put- 
ney- heath. 


DEATHS. . 
Bortase—Jan. 21, at Woodville, Abbenhall, Gloucestershire, 
Chri-topher Gullett Borlase, solicitor, aged 24. 
Laxnext—Jan. 15, at 19, Portland-terrace, Regent’s-park. 
Edward Lambert, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 
formerly of Bath, aged 76. 
Suvra—Jan, 22, at 19, Albemarle-street, Thomas Sydney 
Smyth, late Advocate-General at Madras, most respected and 
deeply regretted, aged 63. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


— 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Farpay, Jan, 21, 1876. 
LIMITED tn Cuancery. 

Bronfloyd Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Jan 
19, directed to be heard before the M.R.on Jan 29. Jvnes and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Hughes and Son, Aberystwith, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 

Carmarthenshire Anthracite Coaland Iron Company, Limited.—Credi- 
tors are required, on or before Feb 21, to send their naves and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or c’aims, toJohn Young, 
Tokenhouse yard. ‘Thursday, March 9, at 11, is appoinied for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Doffryn Rhondda Coal and Coke Company, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented Jan 18, directed to be heard before the M.R. 
= Feb 5. Ellis and Co, St Swithin’s lane, solicitors ior the peti- 
tioner. 

Wallasey Social Club and Concert Hall Company, Limited, —Petition 
for winding up, presented Jan 19, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Hall on Feb 4. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury, agents for Dodge and 
Phipps, Liverpool, solicitors tor the petitioner. 

Walney Land and Building Company, Limited. ~ Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 21, to send their names and addresses, and tha par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Matthew Derome, Kendal. Mon- 
day, Feb 28, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims. 

CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 

General Building Material Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
the V.C., dated Jan 13, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up, Bilison, Liverpovl, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Tuxspar, Jan. 25, 1876. 
ONLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Kent Tramway Company.—V.C. Malins has, by an order dated Dec 7, 
appointed Baker Philip Daniels, Poultry, to be official liquidator. 
Credirors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Friday, March 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims. 

Rickmansworth, Amersham, and Chesham Railway Company.—V.C. 
Malins has, by an order dated Dec 23, appointed Henry Kimber, 
Lombard st, to be official liquidator, 

Lim ITED In CHANCERY. 

British Provident Life and Guarantee Association, Limited.—Petition 
tor winding up, presented Jan 21, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins on Feb 4. Bellamy and Co, Bishopsgate st, solicitvrs for the 
petitioner. 

Cestrian Clothing Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malios, dated Jan 14, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Aston, Edgware rd, agent for Minor, Manchester, solici- 
tor for the petitioners. 

Printing and Numerical Registering Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Jan 15, it was ordered that the avove com- 
pany be wound up. Newman and Co, Cornhill, solicitors for the 
petitioner. 

Tapton Colliery, Coke, and Iron Company, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, 
by an order dated Dec 15, appointed Edward Moore, Crosby square, 
Bishopsgate, to be official iiquidator. 

Theti« Marine Insurance Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Jan 15, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Trinders and Hayward, Bishops- 
gate st within, solicitors for the petitioaer, 

Welsh Sieam Coal Collieries, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., 
dated Jan 15, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued. Miller and Miller, Sherborne lane, 
sulicitors for the petitioner. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, Jan, 18, 1576. 

Bengough, Anne, St Mary Church, Devon. Feb 14. Hearder v Fozer, 
V.C. Hall, Whitborne, Dawlish 

Berkeley, Caroline Martha, Bentinck st, Marylebone. Feb14. Berkeley 
v Mason. M.R. Mason, Maddox st, Regent st 

Fletcher, Isaac, Aspatria, Cumberland, Farmer, Feb 24. Watters v 
Fletcher, V.C. Hall. Bensen, Wigton 

Marpole, Jonn David Evans, Lianidloes, ‘Montgomery, Licensed 
Victualler. Feb 23. Issard v Marpole, V.C. Hall. Hughes, 
Aberystwith 

Stafford, Joseph, Disley, Cheshire, Farmer. Feb 14. Stafford v Coram, 
V.C. Bacon. Cobbett, Manchester 

Wade, Mary Rose, Mickleover, Derby. Feb 21, Ryley v Steer, ¥.C. 
Hall. Taylor and Co, Derby 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frivay, Jan 14, 1876. 

Allen, Charies, Methwold, Nor‘oik, Tailor. Feb 28. Masson 

Anderson, Anne, Nortolk square, Paddington. Feb 29. Johnson and 
Co, Austin friars 

Appleyard, Avraham, Scarborough, York, Harbour Master. Fed 14. 
Wovudsli and Woodall, Scirborongh 

Baddeley, Chories, Regent et, Gent. Feb 25. Clarkes aod Co, Gresham 
House, Old Broad st 

Ball, Henry, Oid Lenton, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. March 1. 
Towle and Gilbert, Nottingham 

Burr, Arthur Richard, Hasbury, Wore ster, Civil Engineer. Feb 28. 
Bernard and King, Stourbridge 

Cates, Francis, jun, Great Dunmow, Essex, Innkeeper, Feb 26, Snell, 

, Great Danmow 

Chandler, Susanna, Great Stanmore, Middlesex. Feb25. Ford and 
Lioyd, Bloomsbury square 

bay" Elizabeth, Cuolmoudeley, Cheshire. March 1. HelpsandCo, . 

ester 

Collingdon, Richard, Lansdowne villas, North Ead, Fulham,Gent. Feb 

19, Childs aud Batten, Fleet st 
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Dawson, Thomas, Manchester, Stonemason, March 1. Heywood, 
Manchester 

Deakin, Eliza, Erdington, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. March 20. 
Cottrell, Birmingham 

Fane, Jobn William, Wormsley, Oxford, Lieut Col. March}. Dom- 
ville and Co, New square, Lincoln’s inn 

Ingham, Robert, Westoe, nr South Shields,Q.C, Feb15. Clayton, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

@ James, Mary, Harrington, Cumberland. Feb 10. Bateson and Co, 

Liverpool 

Kenworthy, Martin, Stretford, Lancashire, Merchant. March 25. 
Baker, Manchester 

Lamport, Jcho, Sun court, Mayfair, Butcher. Feb14. Piesse and 

n, Old Jewry chambers 

Lumley, Robert, Exmouth st, Clerkenwell, Pastry Cook. Feb 28. 
Bolton, Elm court, Temple 

—— William, Hawley, nr Dartford, Kent, Gent. Feb 20. Gibson, 
Dartfor 

Mednyanszky, Alexander, Buda-Pesth, Hungary, Gent. Feb 15. 
Davies, Furnival’s inn 

Moore, Andrew Ferguson, Perrymoont, Forest hill, Esq. Fed 29. John- 
son and Co, Austio friars 

Norman, E‘izabeth, Stone, Stafford. March 10. Saben, Stone 

Podevin, Joseph Jackson, Dover, Kent, Hotel Keeper. Feb 28. Field- 
ing, Dover 

Reynolds, James, Leytonstone, Essex, Gent. March 1. Windus, Ep- 


ping 

Rowe, John James, Liverpool, Merchant. Marchi. Laces and Co, 
Liverpoo! 

Smith, Thomas, Aldershot, Hants, Geant. March 2. Potter and 
Stevens, Farnham 

Spry, Richard, Basil, Cornwall, Esq. March1!. MHallowes and Co, 
Bediord row 

Whalley, Ferdinand William, Cirencester, Gloucester. March 15. Amos, 
Clement’s inn, Strand 

Wheatstone, Sir Charles, Park crescent, Portland place, Knt. March 1, 
Winter and Co, Bedford row 

— John, Totnes, Devon, Esq. March15. Tilleard and Co, Old 

ewry 
Williams, Laatitia, Bristol. Feb 9. Williams, Bedford row 
Wolton, Sarah, Epping, Essex. March l. Windus, Epping 
TuespayY, Jan. 18, 1876. 

Acton, William, Harley st, Cavendish square, Surgeon, March 1. 
Dunster, Henrietta st, Cavendish square 

Adshead, James, Fall Head Farm, or Barnsley, York, Farmer, March 
1. Nicholson and Co, Wath-upon-Dearne, nr Rotherham 

Atkins, Edwin Martin, Kingston Lisle, Berks, Gent. March 10. Col- 
lins, Reading . 

Blyton, Thomas, Edingley, Nottingham, Gent. Feb 21. Kirkland, 
Southwell 

Brown, Robert, Clifton, Bedford, Gent. March 1. Stocken, Baldock 

Brownsmith, William John, Wigmore st, Cavendish square. March 1. 
Walter and Co, St Benev’s piace, Gracechurch st 

Bryant, James, Ford hill, 5t Budeaux, Devon, Esq. March 25. 
Prideaux, Plymouth 

Buckley, Cecil William, Cheltenham, Captain H.M.S. Valiant. Feb 
i3. Swinburne aud Parker, Bedford row 

Bulteel, Elizabeth, Yealmpton, Devon. Jan 24. Rooker and Co, Ply- 
mouth 

Bush, Mary, Ashover, Derby. March 25. Gratton, Chesterfield 

Cadman, William, Wath-vpon-Dearne, York, Eeq. March 1, Nichol- 
son and Co, Wath-upon-Dearne, nr Kotuerham 

Farrant, Mary, Exeter. Feb 14. Davy and Son, Ottery St Mary 

Fell, George, Euston rd, Leather Seller. April i. Hepburn and Sons, 
Bird-in-Hand court, Cheapside 

Foster, David Hartley, Accringtov, Laucashire, Painter. Feb 9. 
Bariow, Accrington 

Frederick, Charles, Victoria st, Westminster, Admiral R.N. March 1. 
Dunster, Henrietta st, Cavendish square 

Hewitt, Ralph, Newcastle-upon-lyne, Shopkeeper’s Assistant. Feb 15. 
Radtord, Neweastie-upon-T yne 

Hil!, Charies Hesketh, Liverpool, Solicitor. Feb10. Forrest, Liver- 

l 


poo 
Houghton, James, Liverpool, Gent. March 1. Eaton and Son, Liver- 
ol 


po 

Humphrey, Thomas, Slough, Bucks, Gent. Feb 25. Durant, 
Windsor 

Kreisa, Alfred George, Bury st, St James’, Tailor, Marchl. Beau- 
champ, Vowegate hill 

Lewis, Kowland, Lianfyllin, Montgomery, Clothier. March 2. Pughe, 
Liaofy}hin 

Lloyd, ‘Thomas, Liverpool, Cart Owner. Feb 1. Mason, Liver- 


pool 

May, George, Croydon, Surrey, Merchant. March 31, Cowdell and 
Ce, Budge row 

Onion, Robert, jun, Stetchworth, Cambridge, Yeoman. Feb 15. 
Kitchener and Fenn, Newmariet 

Otter, Kev Robert William, Aisthorpe Hall, Lincoln. May 1. Nicho!- 
son and Co, Wath-upon-Vearne, nr Rotherhain 

Plimley, Josiah Tay‘or, Wolverhampton, staffurd. March 25. Deakin 
and Co, Wolverhampton 

Scott, Maria Georgiana, Lover, Kent. Feb 8. Dawson and Co, Hart 
st, Bloomsbury equare 

Sessions, Hannah. Hertford st, Mayfair. Feb 25. Tanqueray-Wil- 
Jaume and Hanbury, New isroad st 

Skarratt, Alfred, Camberwell New rd, Gent. Febi0. Flavell and 
Bowman, Bedford row 

Burling, Robert Graham, Malling, Kent, Bsq. Feb25. Tanqueray- 
Willaume and Hanbury, New broad st 

Sryan, James, Shipton, York, Farmer. March 1, Russell, York 

Sutherland, Wiiliam, Croydon, Surrey, Dector of Medicine. Feb 28, 
Drummonds and Co, Oi oydon 

Swan, Cathe ive, Choriton Hal!, Chorlton, Cheshire. March 1. Eaton 
and Son, Live pooi Ui 

Thompron, Kiizabeth, Blackburn, Lancashire. March 25. Gratton, 
Chester field 

Williams, Klizabeth, Keynsham, Somerset. March 25. Pitt, Bristol 

Wommack, Williams, Kuottiugicy, York. Feb 26, Carter, Pontefract 





——— 
—=:!{ 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Jan. 21, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
a] To ggg 7 in a . 
Gladman, George, Crossley st, Liverpool rd, Islington 
Dresser. Pet Dec 30. Hazlitt, Feb 9 at 12 30 etea, Ghies Front 
Norris, Frederick Thomas, Watliog st, Mantle Manufacturer, Pet Jan 
19, Spring-Kice. Feb 1 at 2 
Slee, George Edward, Upton, nr Stratford, Essex, Auctioneer, py 
Jan i8. Hazlitt. Feb 2 at 2 
Marshall, William, Talbot rd, Bayswater, out of business, Pet Jay 1 
Hazlitt. Feb 9 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Barlow, George, Haslingden, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer Pet 
Jan 18, Bolton. Blackburn, Feb2 at It iy 
Bond, Charles Henry, Bolton, Lancashire, Brewer. Pet Jan 19 
litt. Holden. Bolon, Feb 3 at 11 . 
Bowker, Samuel, Manchester, Pet Jan 19, Hulton. Salford, Rg 9 
at 11 
Chatterton, Henry, and Joseph Chatterton, Panketh, Lancashire, Ty) 
Manufacturers, Pet Jan 13. Nicholson, Warcington, Fab at 19,39 
Daws, William, Watton, Norfolk, Auctioneer. Pet Jaa 13, Covke, 
Norwich, Feb 5 at 12 
Fall, Joseph, Wool, Dorset, Surgeon. Pet Jan17. Dickinson, Poole, 
Feb 2 at 12 
Ha'l, Henry, Southampton, Coal Dealer. Pet Jan 18, Walker. Sonth. 
ampton, Feb 4 at 12 , 
Holt, Richard, Bradford, York, Staff Merchant. Pet Jan 18. Robin. 
son. Brad:ord, Feb 4 at 2 
Wiffen, Arthur, Prisoner in Hertford County Gaol, Brewer. Pet Jan 
15, Spence. Hertford, Feb 5 at 11 
Toespay, Jan. 25, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To surrender in the Country. 
Barlow, George, Haslingden, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. Pot 
Janis. Bolton. Blackburn, ¥eb 2 at il 
Ramsden, John Carter, Lightcliffe, York, out of business, Pet Jan 9, 
Kankin, Halifax, Feb 7 at 11 
Ritchings, Henry John, Fowey, Cornwall, Seedsman. Pet Jan 21, Chil. 
cott.. Truro, Feb 5 at 11.30 
Symonds, Thomas Walter, Clee, Lincoln, Joiner. Pet Jan 18. Bates, 
Great Grimsby, Feb 158 at 1 
Teversham, Mark, Penge, Surrey. Pet Jan 17. Rowland. Croydon, 
Feb 8 at 2 
Watton, Emma, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 18, Cole, 
Birmingham, Feb 15 at 35 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farpay, Jan. 21, 1876. 
Armstrong, Christopher Eskuche, Sunderland, Durham, Metal Broker, 
Aug 28 


Wildgoose, James Anthony, Thomas Henry Wildgoose, and Frank 
Humby Wildgoose, Macclesfield, Cueshire, Wine Mercnants. Jan 13, 
‘TuEspDAY, Jan. 25, 1876, 
Cragg, Robert. Car Colston, Nottingham, Nurseryman, Jan 20 
Newman, Henry, and Samuel Newman, Winchester, Builders. Jan 19 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Tugespay, Jan. 18, 1876, 
Abrahams, Frederick, Albion Theatre, Poplar, Theatrical Manager, 
Jan 29 at 2.30 at offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row 
Aglen, Artemus Thoinas, Eustun rd, Auctioneer. Feb 2 at 12 at offices 
of Austin, Coleman st 

Ainsley, Tnomas Troutbeck, and William Henry White, Durham, 
Tailors. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Marshall, Market place, Durham 

Airey, Thomas, Arnside, Westmorland, Builder. Jan 31 at 11,30 a 
oftices ot Watson, Highyate, Kendal 

Applegarth, Hannah, Oid Sheldon, Durham, Grocer. Feb 4 at 11 atthe 
‘Towa Hall, Bishop Auckland. Bowser, Bishop Auckland 

Appleyard, Abraham, Sherburn, York, Potato Dealer, Jan 29 at 2 at 
offices of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Laeds 

Askew, Francis, Durham, Boot Maker. Feb 1 at 2 at offices of Chap- 
man, St Nicholas courc, Market piace, Durham 

Askham, James, jun, Shetfield, Saw Mannfacturer, Jan 31 at 12 at 
offices of Brook and Co, Old Haymarket, Sheffield 

Saker, John Burgoyne, Southsea, Hants, Mason, Feb | at 3 at offices 
of Cousins and Burbidge, St Thomas st, Portsmouth 

Ballantine, Thomas, East lndia avenue, Leadenhall st, Grain Merchant. 
Feb 3 at 3 at offices of Christmas, Walbrook 

Bannerman, Charles Alexander, Lytham, Lancashire, Chemist, Feo3 
at Sat the Shelley Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Tuompson, 
Preston 

Barry, John Charlies, Neath, Glamorgan, Watch Maker. Jan 28 at 1 
at the Queen's Hotel, Birmingham. Morgan, Neath 

Blakemore, John Thomas, Hednesford, Cannock, Stafford, Plumber, 
Feb | at 11 at offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Boak, James, Frizington, Cumberland, Grocer, Jan 28 at 3 at offices of 
Paitson, Irish st, Whitehaven 

Brock, Jane Elizabeth, Tredegar, Monmouth, Grocer. Feb 2 at 3 at 
offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. tlarris, ‘Tredegar 

Brown, Leonard Flintoff, Horbury, ne Wakefield, York, Cnewist, Jan 
29 at 11 at offices of Burton, King st, Wakefisid 

Bryant, George, York st, Foley st, Portland place, Furniture Dealer. 
Jan 27 at 2a the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Pittman, Gaiid- 
hall chambers, Basinghall et 

Carter, Robert, Ciaxton, Vurham, Farmer. Jan 31 at 2 at the Bull and 
Dog Ino, Greatham, nr West Hartiepoo!, Brignail, jun, Dursam 

Chapman, Robert, Corvy, Lincoln, Auctioneor, Fey 8 at 11 at the Bull 
Hote), Bourn, Wilkins, Peverborough 

Clement, Christopher, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Wheelwright. Fob 3 at 
Jl at ottices of Home, Vauguun st, Liauelly 

Cope, Thomas, Sheffield, Herbalist. Jan 26 at 12 at offices of Smith, 
Norfolk st, ShetHe'd, stacey 

Cresdee, Sarah, and Charles Oresdee, Wareham, Dorset, Cattle Dealers. 
Jan 29 at 2 at the Red Lion ILots!|, Warsham. ‘Trevaniou, Powe 
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Greenhill, Lichfield, Market Gardener. Jan 31 at 11 at 


offices Feb2at3 at offices 


James, Hornchurch, Essex, Straw Dealer. 
Wore. Queen st : 
Dowling James, Jewin st, Sewing Machine Manufacturer. Jan 31 at 
gat offices of Davies, Furnival’s ina 
ards, William, Blaenblevy, Carmarthen, Cattle Dealer, Jan 29 at 
ett") at offices of Green and Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 
Edwards, Wiliem, Taunton, Somerset, Tailor. Feb 1 at 3 at offices of 
Trenchard, Registry place, Taunton ‘ 
k, Robert, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Builder. Feb 2 at 3 at 
as Hotel, Wimborne. Druitt, jan, Bournemouth 
s, Robert, Liverpool, Master Carter. Feb 2 at 12 at offices of 
Carruthers, Clayton square, Liverpool 
Farren, Charles, Wolverbampton, Stafford, Storekeeper. Feb iat 3 at 
offices of Dallow. Queen square, Wolverhampton 
William, Heckmondwike, York, Rag Dealer. Feb 3 at 


as 
ith he Foresters? Rooms, Crown court, Wakefield. Mander and 
Wakefield 
jae'Tbomas, Sheffield, Blade Mannfacturer, Feb 2.at 11 at offices 


of Binney and Sons, Queen st, Sheffield 
fuller, John William, Newbury, berks, Land Agent, Feb 7 at 3 at the 
Sun Inn, St Mary’s hil!, Newbury. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane, 


Cheapside : 
Gain, John Thomas, Leeds, Commission Agent, Jan 31 at 12 at offices 

of Spirett, Kast parade, Leeds 

ines, John, Nantymoel, Glamorgan, Shoe Maker. Jan 31 at 1 at 

offices of Barnard and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff. Stockwood, jun, 


d 
Gallop, William, Liverpool, Butcher. Feb 1 at 3 at offices of Vine, 
Dale st, Liverpool. Bartlett, Liverpool 
Gannaway, Henry George, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Feb 2 at 2 at 
offices of Hughes, Lord st, Liverpool 
Gawin (and not Garvin, as erroneously printed in Gazette of 11th 
instant), Albert Herdman, Liverpool, Accountant. Jan 27 at 1 at 
offices of Browne, Dale st, Liverpool 
Gott, Benjamin, Shipley, York, Grocer. Jan 31 at 3 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Griffin, Alfred, Stonesfield, Oxford, Dealer. Feb 2 at 11 at offices of 
Druce, High st, Oxford 
Hammond, Henry, Masham, York, Grocer, Jan 31 at4 at the Rail- 
way Hotel, Northailerton, Calvert, Mashm 
Harding, Robert, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Brokers. Jan 3i at 12 at 
the Debtor’s office, Quayside, Stockton 
Hardisty, Robert, West Hartlepool, Durham, Dealer in Game. Fed 1 
at 3 at the Raglan Hote), West Hartlepool 
Harris, David, and Joseph Harris, Birmingham, Jewellers’ Factors. Jan 
$1 at 3 at offices of Hodgson, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Heinrichs, Louis, Luton, Bedford, Straw Merchant. Jan 26 at 2 at the 
George Hotel, Luton. Tamplin and Co, Fenehurch st 
Holland, Thomas Bruce, Warwick, Artist. Feb3 at 12 at offices of 
Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 
Holley, John, Offord rd, Islington, Plumber. 
Noton, Great Swan alley, Moorgate st 
Hoy, John Scott, Sunderland, Eating Honse Keeper. 
offices of Tilley, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Homber, Sarah, Birmingham, out of business. 
of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 
Hungerford, Somerset Augustus, Portsea, Hants, Lieut R.N. 
at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portssa 
Ingram, William, Blackburn, Lancashire, Joiner, Feb 1 at 1i at offices 
of Radcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 
Ivatt, Fred, Stapleford, Cambridge, Farmer. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of 
Ellison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cary, Cambridge 
Jeavons, David, and Thomas Jeavons, Wilienhall, Stafford, Lock 
Manufacturers. Jan 31 at 12 at offices of Willcock, Queen’s cham- 
bers, North st, Wolverhampton 
Jones, Joseph, Hirwain, nr Aberdare, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Jan 27 
at 1] at ottices of Beddoe, Canon st, Aberdare 
Knowles, William, Castleford, York, Grocer. Fed 3 at 3 at the Com- 
mercial Hotel, Upper Albion st, Leeds. Fernandes, Wakefield 
Levton, Thomas, Bristol, Grocer. Jan 28 at 2 at offices of Collins, jun 
Broad st, Bristol. Beckingham, Bristol 
Ladlam, Alfred, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Grocer. Feb 1 at 2 at 
Sharp’s Temperance Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, Thompson, 
Barrow-in-Furness 
Lynn, Williom, Gateshead, Durham, Ale Merchant. Feb | at 2 at offices 
of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
MacDonnell, Robert John, Richmond, Surrey, Agent. March 1 at3 at 
offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrovk 
Mann, Joseph Norman, Suoffoik rd, South Norwood, Commercial Tr av- 
élier. Jan 31 at 2 at offices of Tilsley, Abcharch yard, Cannon st 
Maron, Depthaney. Dudley, Worcester, Tobacconist. Jan 24 at 12 at 
officer of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 
MeFarlane, Peter Lorimer, Clinger st, Hoxton, Clerk. Jan 31 at 1 at 
Offices of Young, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Merriman, William George, Lanesfield Iron Works, nr Wolverhampton, 
Fee tnatecterer. Jan 61 at Li ut offices of Shakespeare, Churoh st, 


Morgan, David, Abersyschan, Monmouth, Boiler Maker. Fob 1 at 2 at 
offices of Gibbs, Tredegar place, Newport 

Newton, James, Barnsley, York, Provision Dealer. Feb 5 at 11 at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley, Freeman, Barnsley 

Nicholls, John, Rodney st, Pentonville, Builder, Feb 1 at 4 at Ridler’s 
Hotel, Holborn, Yorke, Marylebone ré 

Oakley, Timothy, Allesley, Warwick, Es'ate Agent. Feb 3 at 12 at the 
Castle Hot<!, Broadgate, Coventry. Minster, Goventry 

Page, John Offord, Dockhead, Butcher, Jan 27 at 11 at 354, Cold Har- 
bour lane, Brixton. Nind ; 

Pesketh, William, Abingdon, Berks, Clothier. Feb 3 at 11 at offices of 
Mallam, High st, Oxford 

Phelps, William, Highleadon, Gloucester, Farmer, Jan 31 at 2 at 
the Bell Hotel, Gloucester. Taynton and Son, Gloucester 

Philpot, Charles, Muidstone, Kent, Stone Merchant. Feb 2 at 2 at offices 
of Angove, Aldersgate st 

Feb 3 at 11 at 


Jan 27 at 3 at offices of 
Jan 27 at 11 at 
Jan 27 at 12 at offices 


Jan 29 


Sands, Richard, Burntwick, Upchurch, Kent, Gra zier. 


Rees, James Lewis, Tipton, Stafford, Saddler. Jan 26 at 3 at offices of 


Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
Roe, Richard Henry, Swansea, Glamorgan, Tobacconist, Jan 31 at 3 at 
offices of Woodward, Wind st, Swansea 


Rowe, Charles Wil'iam, and William Wheatley Summerscaies, Leicester , 


Jan 31 at 12 at offices of Hunter, Halford st, Leicester 


Printers. 
Jan 27 at 12 at 


offices of Hayward, High st, Rochester 


Saunders, William, West Hendred, Berks, Farmer. Jan 31 at 2 at offices 


of Jotcham, Wantage 


Shattock, Walter, Bishops Lydeard, Somerset, Poot Maker, Feb 1 at 11 


at offices of Trenchard, Registry place, Taunton 


Shaw, Edwin, Cleckheaton, York, Bobbin Turner. Feb | at 11] at offices 


of Sykes, Oak st, Heckmondwike 


Shillito, Samuel Dawes, West Green rd, Tottenham, Clerk. Jan 31 at 


bate offices of Barron and Co, OidJewry chambers. Montague, Buck- 
lersbury 
Sims, George, Bristol, Grocer. Jan 31 at 2 at offices of Collins, jun, 
Broad st, Bristol. Salmon and Henderson, Bristol 


Smith, Elizabeth, Haselor, Warwick, Shopkeeper. Feb 2 at 3 at offices 


of Jones, Alcester 

Sykes, John, Felling, Durham, Builder, 
Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Thomas, John Duncaif, Lelant, Cornwal!, Market Gardener. 
11 at offices of Borlase and Milton, Clarence st, Penzance 
Thomas, John Sydney, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Jan 
31 at 12 at offices of Beddoe, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Thring, George, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, eut of business. Feb I at 
12 at the Guildhall, Bury St Edmands, Leech, Bury 8t Edmunds 
Vines, Samuel William, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Trunk Maker. Feb 4 
at 4 at Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn. Yorke, Marylebone rd 

Wheewall, William, New Radford, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Feb 1 at 
12 at offices of Yeung, Long row, Nottingnam. Bright 

Whitehead, William, Perrith, Cuinveriand, Cabinet Maker, Jan 3! at 
2.30 at offices of Arnison. St Andrew's place, Penrith 

Wilkinson, William Henry, Exeter, Brewer. Feb 1 at 1 at offices of 
Burch and Barnes, Palace gate, Exeter 

Woodhead, George Avison, and Joseph Holmes, Leeds, Bankers. Jan 31 
at 2 at offices of Spirett, East parade, Leeds 


Faipay, Jan. 21, 1876. 

Allard, Maurice, Barrow-in-Furnes*, Lancashire, Fruiterer. Feb 2 at 

11 at Sharp’s Hotel, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, Taylor, Barrow-in- 

Furness 

Ambler, Sarah Ann, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchant. Feb 3 at 10 at 

offices of Berry and Kobirson, Charles st, Bradford 

Arnold, John Frederick, Birmingham. Feb 2 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 

Cherry st, Birmingham 

Atkinson, Thomas, Middlesborough, Durham, Joiner. Feb2 at3 at 

offices of Dobson, Gosford st, Middlesboroagh 

Bailey, Henry Petherick, Penarth, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb lat Ul 
at offices of Griffith and Corbett, Quay st, Cardiff 

Barany, Nicholas, Great Portland st, General Merchant. Jan 31 at lat 
offices of Evans, Coleman st. Poberts, Coleman st 

Bell, Hannah, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Innkeeper. Feb 2 at 12 at 
oftices of Hal, New st, Birmingham 

Brand, Henry, Ilkeston. Derby, Chemist. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of 
Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 

Brasill, James, Manchester, Clothier. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Mann, 
Cooper st, Manchester 

Brotherton, Joseph Horner, Barnsley, York, Shoe Dealer, Feb5 at 11 
at offices of Parker, Recent st, Barneley 

Brown, William Archibald, Scarborough, York, Grocer. Feb4 at 3 at 
offices of Williamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 

Bryant, William James, Boscombe, Hants, Ironmonger. Feb 3 at 2 at 
the Inna of Court Hotel, Holborn. Sharp, Christchurch 

Burtt, Alfred, Lincoln, Merchant. Feb 5 at 11 at odices of Burton and 
Scorer, New ri, Lincoln 

Campbel!, James, jun, and Thomas Whiting, Hastings, Builders. Jan 
29 at 3 at the Havelock Hotel, Hastings, Cammack, Hastings 

Champ, Henry, Neweastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Butcher. Feb 2 at 
4 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Clark, Pavid, Danston, Durham, out of business, Feb 2 at 2 at offices 
of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Closben, Jacob, Warner st, New Kentrd, Baker. Feb 8 at 4 at offices. 
of Waring, Borough High st, Southwark 

Copeland, Walter Scott, Manningham, Bradford, York, Merchant's 
Clerk. fed 5 at 10 at offices of Berry and Robinson, Cnaries st, 
Bradford : 

Crammond, William David, Old Kent rd, Oilman’s Manager. Jan 29 
at 3 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Jonas, Mitre court, Temple 

Dexter, Margetts, Southsea, Hants, Grocer. Feb 3 at 2 at 145, Cheap- 
side. Cousins and Burbidge, Portsmouth 

Drackett, Robert Francis, Norwich, Stationer. Jan 28 at 12 at offices 
of Clabburn, London st, Norwich 

Ellison, Henry, Wroughton, Wi'ts, Trainer of Race Horses. Jan 22 at 
11,30 at offices of Kinneir and Tombs, Corn Exchange, Swindon 

Faweett, Simon, Durham, Inukeeper, Fed 2 at 1) at offices of Salkeld, 
Elvet bridge, Darham 

Fielding, Robert, Lower Darwen, Lancashire, Joiner. Feb 2 at 11 at 
offices ot Hindle, Boltou rd, Over Darwen 

Friedman, Moses, Sunderiand, Hawker. Feb 4 at 12 at offices of 
Bowey, #aweett st, Sunderland 

Gabriel, James Wild, and John Maddox, Trowbridge, Wilts, Cloth 
Manufacturers. Feb 10 at 11.30 at ottives of Clark and Oollins, 
Trowbridge 

Gardener, Joseph Clark, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Deaper. Feb 2 at 2 at 
offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon- 

Gibbons, William, Chelterham, Gloucester, Plumber, Feb 4 at Il at 
offices of Jeasop, Church et, Cheltenham 

Gordon, Samuel, Midalesboroagh, York, Jeweller. Feb 4 at 3 at offices 

of Aadenbrooke, Zetland rd, Middlesborou 

Gratton, Thomas, and John Beal, Bull bridge, Derby, Tronfounders. 


Feb 3 at 2 at offices of Joels, 
Feb 1 at 


Feb 7 at 12 at offices of Black, Low pavement, Nottingham 

Green, Henry, Woolwich, Kent, Baker, Jan 29 atSat the Wheatsheaf 
Tavern, Henry st, Woolwich. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Hadley, Joseph, and James Wedley, birmingham, Toy Manufacturers. 





kworth, James, Kirby Laythorpe, Lincoln, Farmer. 

ces Of Peake and Snow, Sleaford 
Reed, Thomas, Chatham, Kent, Draper. Feb | at 12 at 145, Choapside, 
Parker aud Co, St Paul's churchyard 


Feb } at 12 at offices of Fallows, Caerry st, Birmingham 
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Hembridge, Herbert, Yeovil, Somerset, Cabinet Maker. Feb 5 at 12 a° 
the Guildhall Tavern, King st, London. Watts, Yeovil 
Hammond, Thomas, Silverdale, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 1 at 3 at cffices 
of Griffiths, Lad jane, Newcastle : 
Hansford, William Charles, 8t Thomas rd, Finsbary park, out of bnei- 
ness. Feb!6 at 2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Elmslie 
and Co, Leadenhall st 
Harris, Samuel, Barnstaple, Devon, Printer. Feb 8 at 12 at offices of 
Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 
Harse, William, Rhymney, Monmouth, Boot Maker, Feb8 at 11 at 
oftices of Nunneley, Whitson chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Hawken, James, Laira, nr Plymouth, Devon, Innkeeper, Feb 3 at 12 
at offices of Square, George et, Plymouth 
Healy, Thomas, and William Rutherford, Fenchurch st, Beot Makers. 
Feb 8 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Christmas, Walbrook 
Hedges, Frederick, Hungerford, Wilts, Innkeeper. Jan 31 at 1l atthe 
White Hart Horel, Market place, Newbury. Cave, Newbury 
Hood, William, James Spence, and Charles Edward Johnson, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, Chain Manufacturers. Feb 2 at 11 et othees of Keenly- 
side and Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hopton, Alfred, Great Tower st, Wine Merchant, Feb 3 at 2 at offices 
of Aird, Eastcheap 
Hosken, Richard, Arunde! square, Barnsbury, Merchant, Feb 4 at3 at 
the King’s Arms Hotel, Penryn. Kimber, Queen st, Cheapside 
Howgarte, John, Bradley, Huddersfielu, York, Innkeeper. Feb 3 at 3 
at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfie'd 
Irving, George, Bolton, Lancashire, Draper. Feb 2 at 12 at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Market st, Manchester. Winder 
Juckson, John Fryer, Brighton, Sussex, Engineer. Feb 7 at 3 at offices 
of Goedman, Prince Albert st, Brighton 
Jenkins, John, Hackney rd, Dairyman, Feb | at 3.30 at offices of 
‘Thwaites, Basinghall st, Medcalf, Gresham buildings, basing. 
hall st 
Lee, Alfred, Lea bridge rd, Upper Clap:on, Builder. Jan 28 at 2 at 
offices of Pearpoint, Leicester square 
Lewis, Thomas, Heywood, Lancashire, Builder. Feb 3 at 12 at the 
Queen Anne Inn, Heywood. O;ton and Bryan, Manchester 
Lloyd, John Llewe!lyn, Landport, Hants, Draper. Feb 3 at 12 at 145d 
Cheapside. Kirg, Portsea 
Malcolm. William Alfred, John Hudson, A:thur Brent, and Edward 
Jewis Hyde, Crosby square, Merchants. Feb 8 at 4 at the City Ter- 
minus Hotel, Cannon st, Lyne and Holman 
Manning, Frederick William, Coldharbour lane, Brixton, Drapar, Feb 
4 at 2 at offices of Beswick and Co, Lndgate hili 
Manning, John, Kingswinsford, Stafford, Tailor. Feb 3 at 11 at offices 
of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 
Ma:chington, Uharies Adams, Birmingham, out of business. Feb 1 at 
3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmiegham 
Marsden, Thomas, Brighouse, York, Currier. Feb 4at 3 at offices of 
Chambers and Chambers, Brighouse 
Merry, Alfred George, and Frederick William Merry, Bristol, Woollen 
Mercbhanty. Jan 31 at }2 at offices of Beckenham, Broad st, Bristol 
Meynel], Robert, Hutton Rudiey, York, Joiner. Feb 3 at 3at Barker’s 
Temperance Hotel, Liothorpe rd, Middiesborough. Bainbridge, 
Middlesborough 
Bitchell, Thomas, Bishopwearmouth, Sunderland, Boot Dealer. Feb 
10 at 3 at offices of Bell, Lambton st, Sanderland 
Moir, Andrew, Malpas rd, New cross, Tailor. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of 
Christmas, Walbrook . 
Mord-n, Johv, Middlesborongh, Provision Dealer. 
of H pe, Bridge st west, Middle-borough 
Myers, Simeon, Rawdon, nr Leeds,rTai‘or. 
kerns, Bank st, Leeds 
Owthwaite, John, Farsley, York, Cabinet Maker. 
of Burnley, Queensgate, Bradford 
Payne, William, Birmingham, Chair Maker. Feb 2 at 10.15 at offices 
of Eust, Cherry st, Kirminghem 
Piumb, kdwin Wuliam, and Join Plumb, Long Eaton, Derby, Stone 
Sissons. Feb 8 at 11 wt offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 
Poné, John, Ipswich, Suffolk, Picture Frame Manufacturer. Feb5 at 
11 et offices « f Milis, Elm st, Ipswich 
Porter, James, Seac.mbe, Cheshire. Feb 4 at 2 at offices of Quelch and 
Gr enway, Dale st, Lieerpoul 
Porsal!l, Wiliam Hevry, and Arthur James Pursal!, Birmingham, 
Tbimbe Manufacturers. Feb 4 at 3 at offices ut Rowlands, Aun st, 
Bu mingham 
Quick, John James, Bristo!, Cabinet Maker. 
Andrews and Cizens, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Remsden, Mary Elizabe:h, Live sedge, York, Grocer. 
oth ces of Good, Union st, Dewsbary, Ibberson 
Ranford, John Lees, Brockley rd, New cross, Job Master. 
at Offices of Couper, Chancery lane 
Rosell, Edward, Leeds, Butcher. Feb 3 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park, 
row, Leeds 
Rus, ell, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, out of business. Feb 2 at 11 
at offices of Shekespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Saukey, Jeremiah, Peeriess st, City rd, Timiber Dealer, Feb 14 at 4 at 
offices of Hutson, Clifton st, Finsbury 
Schieringer, Augustus Arnold, and Kovert Alexander Webb, Type st, 
Finsbury, Hardware Merchants. Feb atl at offices of Goldberg 
West st, Moorgate st 
Scott, William Smith, Pirmingham, Potato Salesman. Feb 3 at 3 at 
the Great Western Hotel, Monmvuth st, Birmingham. Simmons, 
Birmingham 
Shepherd, William Evans, Thornbury, Gloucester, Tea Dealer. Jan 28 
at 2 ot offces of Denning aud Co, Shaunon cuurt, Briswl, Gwyun, 
_and Co, Bris'vl 
£imerck, James, Longford, Staff.rd, Timber Dealer, Feb 1 at 10.30 at 
offices of Hobinshead, Market st, Tunstall 
Smith, Cuarles Arthur, Lower Caversham, Oxford, Brewer's Clerk. Feb 
2 wt 1) at cflices of Eikins, Fcrbury, Reading 
Smith, James, and Thomas Crawshaw, Hebdeu bridge, York, Grocers. 
Feb 4 at 3 at the White Lion Hotel, Hebden bridge. Jubb, Halifax 
Smish, John Alfred, Blyth, Nottingham, Farmer. Feb 5 at 11 at offives 
of Bean, Churchyard, Beston 
Spr akman, Thomas Orrell, New Brighton, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. 
po 5 + 2 at offices of Connor, Ranelagh at, Liverpvol. Nordon, 
serpoo! 


Feb 3 at 10 at offices 
Feb 3 at 3 at offices of 
Feb 4 at 11 at offices 


Feb 3 at 2 at offices of 
Feb 7 at 3 at 
Feb 2 at 8 





Squire, William Crouch, Falmouth, Cornwail, Corn Merchant, Feb3 
3 at offices of Jenkins, Post Office buildings, Falmouth a 

Stafford, George, Crewe town, Cheshire, Hatter. Feb 14 at3at7, 
chambers, Ouk st, Crewe town. Cooke tuple 

Stevenson, William Aitchinson, Middlesborough, York, Iron Merchant, 
Feb 3 at Il at the Queen Hotel, Middiesborough, Bainbridge, 
Middlesborough 

Suthers, Charles, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Cotton Spirmer. 
Feb 8 at 3 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Pun 
sonby, Oldham : 

Thomas, Alfred, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Quarryman. Jan 29 at lat 
offices of Alexander Brothers, Institute chambers, Pontypridd, 


Cooke 

Thomas, Richard, Cefacoedevmmer, Brecon, Grocer, Jan 29 at 129 
at offices of Salmon and Henderson, Broad st, bristol, in liey of the 
place originally named 

Tyler, Frederick, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Boot Dealer. Feb 5 a m 
at the Woolpack Hotel, Moor st, Birmingham. Stratton ang Rud. 
land, Wolverhampton 

Walters, John, iun, Clay cross, Derby, Fishmonger. Feb 5 at 3 at 
offices of Gee, High st, Uhesterfield 

Wattun, John, Brownhil!s, nr Walsall, S'afford, Builder, 
at the George Hotel, Walsall. Riley, Wo'verhampton 

Wibberley, William, Alfred Augustus Wibberley, and William Alban, 
Wibberley, Rochester, Stafford, Coal Merehants. Feb 9 at 3 at office, 
of Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 

Wildman, Jonathan Edmond, Lancaster, Joiner, Feb 7 at Il at Offices 
of Maxted and Gibson, Castle bill, Lancaster 

Wilson, John Gane, Wells st, Hackney, Draper. Feb 15 at 3 at Offices 
of Nutt and Co, brab:nt court, St Benet place, Gracechurch gt 

Wilsou, Richard, Salford, Lanca~hire, out of business, Fed 3 at 3 gt 
oftices of Hardings and Co, Princess st, Manchester 

Winn, Walter, Bridgewater, Somerse’, Boot Maker. Feb 1 at 3 at officas 
of Chapman, King square, Kridgewater 

Yorng, Charles, Leicester. Commercial Traveller. Feb 3at 2 at otices 
of Fowler and Co, Friar lane, Leicester 


Feb 4 at 19 


, Tuespay, Jan, 25, 1875. 


Abbott, Thomas, Brockford, Suffolk, Dealer, Feb 18 at 3 at offices of 
Hil, St Nichoias st, Ipswich : 

Astill, John, Sheffield, Builder, Feb 5 atl at offices of Binney and 
Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Batchelor, Jonathan, Chesham, Buckingham, Farmer. Feb7 at 12 at 
offices of Bullock, Great Berkhamsted 

Beere, Edward, Basse't st, Kentish town, Cow Keeper. Feb 9 at 2 at 
offices of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Ba:ingham s, 
Nicoll, Great Portland st 

Bell, Joseph, Liverpool, Commission Agent, Feb 8 at 2 at offices of 
bimson, Leigh st, Liverpool 

Benjamin, David, West Hartlepool, Durham, Travelling Jeweller, Feb 
4 at 12 at offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Bickford, Joseph, Birmingham, cut of business. feb 7 at 3 at offices 
of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore rd, Birmingham 

Bird, William, Sheffield, Buot Dealer. Feb 1 at 2 at offices of Taylor, 
Nortolk row, Sheffieid 

Bishop, Charles, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Eating House Keeper. 
Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Baker and Co, Sydenham terrace, Weston- 
super-Mare 

Bough, William, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Feb 5 at 10.15 at offices of 
East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Bragg, Isaac, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Draper, Feb 7 at 2 at officas of 
Downham, Market st, Birkenheat 

Bullen, Arthar Brakenbury, Fareham, Hants, Market Gardener. Fed 
8 at 11.80 at the Institation Hail, Firebam. Goble, Fareham 

Cape, Thomas Bostili, Normanton, York, Painter. Fet 7 at 3 at offices 
of Wainwright, George st, Wakefield 

Chown, Henry Char‘es, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Feb 14 at 11 at offices 
of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Ciayton, John, Manchester, out of b Feb7 at 3 at offices of Law, 
King st, Manchester 

Davies, John, Nantgarw, Glamorgan, Tailor. 
Morgan, High st, Cardiff 

Day, Robert, Sutton Courtney, Berks, Wheelwright. 
offices of Bartiett, Abingdon 

Docker, Edward Scott, Ma. nard’s Hemel Hempstead, Herts, no occupa- 
tion, Feb 5 at (2 at offices of Terrell and Honey, Alder nanbury 

Drachman, Morris, Middlesborvugh, Yok, Jeweller. Feb 4 at 4 at 
offices of Addenbrooke, Zeiland rd, Middlesborough 

Dudgeon, Charles, Chew Magna, Somerset, out ot business, Feb 9 at 
2 at offices of Tricks and Co, Nicholas st, Bristol, Beckingham, 
Bristol 

Eaton, ‘Thomas, Speenhamland, Berks, Nurseryman. Feb 9 at 2 at the 
Chequers Hotel, Speenhamland. Tanver, Speenhamland 

Ellis, Williaa Henry, Dewsbury, York, Wool Dealer. Feb 11 at 11 at 
offices of Good, Union st, Dewsbury, Walker, Dewsbury 

Etherington, James, Midhurst, Sussex, Builder. Feb 8 at 2 at the 
Angel Hotel, Midharst, Albery and Lucas, Midhurst 

Evans, Daniel, Lampeter, Cardigan, Grocer. Feb 8 ut 12 at offices of 
Jones, Great Dark gate st, Aberystwith 

Faint, Walter, Wareside, Herts, Boot Maker, Feb at 2 at offices 
of Cobhum and Hanr, High st, Ware 

Farrah, Frederick, Church rd, Essex rd, Islington, Stationer. Fe>1 at 
3 at offices of Cooper, Cnancery lane 

Filwer, Thomas, Covent garden market, Fruit Salesman. Feb 3 at Il 
at offices of Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent garden 

Ford, Thomas, Harlesden, Middlesex, Baker, Fev 10 at 2 at offices of 
Belemore, Chancery lane 

Fox, John, Bath, Somerset, Butcher. Feb 14 at 12.30 at 25, Ciaverton 
buildings, Widcombe. M'Carthy, Froare 

Fox, Robert, Seven sisters’ rd, Holloway, Wholesale Cheesemonge?. 
Feb 4 at 8 at offices of Webb, Austin friars 

Francis, John Sears, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Feb 4at 12 at 
offices of Jeffery, Newland, Northampton 

Geen, John, William Henry Stutchbury, and Edward Howell, Idol 
lane, Fruit Merchants. Feb 4 at 12 at the Guiidhall Tavern, Gresham 
st. Beck, East India avenue, Leadenhall st 

Goodchild, Henry, Bradford, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 9 at 3.30 
at offices of Neill, Kirkgute, Bradford 





Feb 4 at 11 at offices of 
Feb 2 at i! at 
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erick, Mare st, Hackney, Draper. Feb 7 at 2 at offices of 

aie and Gibbon, Great James st. Bedford row 

Gritths, James, Trelaw, Glamorgan, Watch Maker. Feb 10 at 12 at 
offces of Thomas, Taff st, Pontypridd z ; 

Grueber, Charles George, Railway approach, London bridge, Solicitor. 
Feb 14 at 2 at offices of Layton and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 

Flarsey, Matha, Francis st, Tottenham court rd, Carrier, Feb 8 at 3 
at cthces of Carev and Co, West st, Finsbury circus 

arch, Ri bard, Lis erpool, Ironmonger. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of 
Nor@on. Cook st, Liverpool 

Hawker, Emma, Kingsdown, Bristol, Grocer. Feb7 at 12 at offices of 
Hare, Exrhange buildings 

Hodge, John Frederick, Southampton, Accountant. Feb 7 at 3 
at offices of Shute, Portland st, Sou'hampton 

Hood, Charles. Great College st. Cainden town, Wool Toy Manufac- 
turer. Feb 9 at 2 at offices of Price, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Hort, Joseph Henry, and Wiliiam Fowkes, Manchester, Boot Manufac- 
wrers Jan 3l at offices of the Leicestershire Trade Protection 
auci-ty, New at, Leicester. in lien of the place originally named 

Hurchinso, Thomas, Manchester, out of business. Feb 14 at 3 at 
offices of Law, King st, Manchester 

Innes. Joh», Church st, Stoke Nawingto, Commission Agent. Feb 9 
at | at offices of Ellis and Co, St Swithin’s lane 

Jenkins, Dav d, Merthyr Tydfi', Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 4 at 12 at 
offices of Beddo», Victeria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jessop, Allan, Leeds, Grocer. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Hardwick, Infirm- 
ary st, Lee ts 

<n David, Ystradyfedwe, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Feb 10 atl at 
the New Irn Hotel, Pontyoridd. Grover and Grover 

Jones, Dav'd Owe", Liverpoo', Draper. Feb at 2 at offices of Goffey, 
Lord s', Liverpool f 

Joseph, Asher, Leeds, York, Tailor. Feb 4 at 2 at offices of Crowther, 
(xtord place, Leeds i 

Knapp, Edward Seymour, B'shopston, G ’ cial Travel- 
ler, Feb 3 #t 12 at offices of Benson and Thomas, Broad st. Bristol 

Lang, George Edward, Edgware rd, Carver. Fer 8 at 2 at the Jamaica 
and Madeira C: ffee Hou e, St Michael's alley, Cornhill. Scaife, Edg- 
wer rd 

Lsywe*, John, Leeds, Furniture Dealer. Fed4 at2 at offices of 
Crave :, East parude, Leeds 

Leith, William, Morpeth, Northumberland, Draper. 
oftces of N-cholson, Bridge st, Mérpeth 

Lorg, Edward, Trowbridg~, Wilts, Builder, 
Rodway, Fure st, Trowbridge 

Mainwaring, Frank, St George, Gl ter, Oil Merchant. Feb 4 at 12 
cfficrs of Triggs, Broad st, Bristol, Benson and Thomas, Bristo! 

Marne, Moves, Newport, Monmouth, General Dealer. Feb 7 at 12.30 at 
ottices of Simons and Pl-ws, Charch st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Marm nt, Edward, Brimscowbe, nr Stroud, Gloucester, Innkeeper. 
Feb 11 at 11] ut offices of Warman, Kendrick at, Stroud 

MeCendlish, John, Leeds, York, Draper. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of Mal- 
¢ lm, Park row, Lexds 

McShea, Vaniel, Heaton Norrie, Lancashire, Draper. Feb7 at 2 at 
offi es of Watts, Cooper st, Manchester 

Miles, Thomas, Ferndale, Glamorgan, Grocer, Feb 8 at 2 at offices of 
Barnurd and Co, Albion chambers, Small et, Bristol! 

Newman, Charies Lous William Marie Norris, Kenninzton park rd, 
P.omoter of Public Companies. Feb 10 at 3 at otfices of Ken, 
Ked Lion cour’, Cannon st 

Nixon, Reginald John Say, Halifax, York, Clerk. Feb 3 at 11 at offices 
ot Leen ing, George st, Halitax 

Noble, Wilham, He: bert st, Hoxton, Crinoline Manufacturer, Feb3 at 
$ at 37, Bediord row. Murshall 

Oliver, John, Birmingham, Journeyman Strip Caster. Feb 5 at 10.15 
at « ffices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Osberi.e, James, Landsdown terrace, Grove rd, Victoria park, Solici- 
tor’s Clerk, Feb 2 at 11.30 at the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd, 
kethnal green, Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 

Padhin, Andrew, Caledonian rd, Draper, Feb 8 at 3 at offices of Mat- 
thews, John st, Bedford row . 

Parke:, Heury, New Wortley, ne Leeds, Draper. Feb 4 at 11 at offices 
of Huidwick, Infirmary st, Leeds 

Port, John Cumberland, Drury Jane, Plaster Manufacturer. Feb 17 at 
2 at offices of Darley and Cumberiand, John st, Bedtord row 

Pavitt, George Anstice, Forest lanc, Stratford, Essex, Builder. Feb 1 
at 2 at offices of Slater and Panneil, Guildhall chambers, Basinghal 
st. Brown, Basingheli st 

Pawsey, Edwio, Bath, Butcher. Feb 10 ab 12 at 13, Queen equare, 
Bath 

Penberthy, Jumes, Longstone, Uornwall, Grocer. Feb 5 at 12 at offices 
of Cac'yon and Paul!, Quay st, Truro. Wiiliams, jun, St lves 

Perk ns, Kobert, Coninysoy, Lincoln, Baker. Feb i0 a2 at offices of 
Clitherow, Tatters hall 

Like, Joseph, Swansea, Glamorgan, Fish Dealer. Feb 3 at 3 at offices 
ot Glas odine, fisher st, Swansea 

Purdue, George, Birmingham, Druggist. Feb 7 at 12 at offices of Smith, 
Temple st, Birm-nglain 

MRawelit! , Joseph, and Amos Hardy, Armley, nr Leeds, Boot Manu- 
facturers. Feb 4 at 1 at offices of Roose and Midgley, White Horse 
st, Biar lane, Leeds 

Ray: on, George, Hesket New Market, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Feb 9 
at 12 at offices of Carrick and Son, Wigton 

Ray werd, Abraham Warden, Pres.on, Sussex, Commission Agent. Feb 
9 at 12 at cffices of Chalk, Ship st, Brighton 

ARickett, James, Bovingdon, Herts, Fraiterer. Feb it at 12 at offices 
of Bullock, Great Berkhampstead 

Kogers, Ebenezer Joho, Lamberhuret, Kent, Farmer, Feb 2 at 1 at 
the Chequers Inn, tamberburst, Palmer, Tonbridge 

farpson, Thomas, Yeovil, Somerset, Nurseryman, Feb 8 at 11: at 
‘fliccs of Watts, Yer vil 

Schunat, Charles Robert, and Benjamin Lattes, Mill st, Conduit st, 
Woollen Warehousemen, Fea 4 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee House, 
Grestam at. Phelps and Sidgwick, Gresham st 

Scott, Thomas Scott, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, no occupation. Feb 9 at 2 
at «flees of Wallace, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sex on, John George, Midd esborough, York,Cabioet Maker. Feb 3 at 
= at — of Gib.oa and Witkigson, Athen@u'n chambers, Middles- 

ous 


h + oO) ‘ C 





Feb 4 at 12 a, 
Feb 7 at 12 at offices of 








Sharp, William, Crowle, Lincoln, Saddler. Feb 2 at 2at officesof Pear- 
son and Burtonshaw, Crowle 

Skinner, Joseph, Liverpool, Draper. Feb 7 at3 at offices of Green, 
Clayton square, Liverpool 

Stamper, William Mas n, Ulverston, Lanczshire, Surgeon Dentist. Feb 
11 at 2 at the Temperance Hail, Ulverston. Poole, Ulverston 

Stantord, Mary, Luton, Bedford, Baker. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Neve, 
Park st west, Luton 

Thompson. Joseph, Dewsbury, York, Slater. Feb 7 at 3 at the Welling- 
ton Hotel, Dewsbury. lbberson, Dewsbary 

Tompkins, Benjamin, Bristol, Schoo!master. Feb 7 at 2 at offices of 
Denning and Co, Shannon crurt, Beistol. Cooke and Sons, Brist ol 

Treen, Thomas, Leicester, out of business, Feb 7 at 12 at offices of 
Fowler and Co, Grey friars chambers, Friar lane, Leicester 

Walker, William, Liverpool, Milk Dealer. Feb 7 at 11 at offices of 
Forrest, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Waugh, Robert, Hanley, Stafford, Travelling Draper. Feb 4 at 2 at 
- Wagon and Horses Hote!, Thomas st, Manchester. Tennant, 

anley 

Webb, William Thomas. Ashwell, Herts, Corn Merchant. Feb 11 at 
1 at offices of Reader, Gray's inn square. Barker, Hit chia 

Webster, Edwin, Pershore, Worcester, Schoolmaster. Feb 7 at 3 at 
( flices of Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Wilkicson, Thomas, Aighton, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Feb8 at 11 at 
Offices of Radcliffe, Clayton st, Blackburn 

Wi kinson, Thomas John, Aldermanbury, Braco Manufacturer. Feb 8 
at 2 at offices of Phip:s. Farringdon st 

Wills, Henry, High rd, Tottenham, Dairyman, Feb 9 at 3 at offices 0 
Peckham and Co, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ commons 

Wilson, James. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Piamber. Feb 7 at 1 at offices 
of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon:'‘l'yne 

Wilson, fhomas, Penrith, Cumberland, Drapzr. Feb 7 at 2.30 at offices 
Arnison, St Andrew’s place, Penrith 

Wing, Harry, Cavenham, Suffolx, Farmer. Feb 10 at 11 at the Guild- 
hall, Bury St Edmunds. Gross 

Wood, Edward, Blackburn, Lancashire, Coal Merchant. Feb Sat 1! at 
Offices of Darley, Lord st west, Blackbora 

Wyman, Henry O'Cecil st, Strand, Contractor. Feb 3 at 2 at offices 
of Chidley, Old Jewry 








COOTE’S PROBATE PRACTICE. —Seventh Edition. 
Just published, 8vo, 25s., c'oth, 

‘J\HE COMMON FORM PRACTICE of the HIGH 

COURT ot JUSTICE in GRANTING PROBATES and ADMIN- 
ISTRATIONS. By HENRY CHARLES COOTE, F.S.A., late Proctor 
in Doctors’ Commons, Author of ** The Practice of the Ecclesiastical 
Courts,” &c., &e. 
London : Burren woartus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 





OKE’S MAGISTERIAL SYNOPSIS.—Eleventh Edition. 
Two thick Vols,, 8vo, 63s., cloth, 
EKE’S MAGISTERIAL SYNOPSIS; a Practical 
Guide for Magistrates, their Clerks, Attorneys, and Constables : 
Summary Convictions and Indictable Otfences, with their Penalties, 
Punishments, Procedure, &c., being Alphabetically and Tabalarly 
arranged. Eleventh Edition, By GEORGE C. OKE, late Chief Clerk 
to the Lord Mayor of London. 
London : BUTTERWORTHS, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 





OKE’S MAGISTERIAL FORMULIST.—Fifth Edition. 
One Vol.. 8vo, 38:., cloth, 
KES MAGISTERIAL FORMULIST: being a 
Complete Collection of Forms and Precedents fur Practical 
Use in all Cases out of Quarter Sessicns, and ia Parochial Matters, by 
Magistrates, their Clerks, Atiorneys, and Constables. By THOMaS W. 
SAUNDERS, Esq., Barrist-r-at-Law, and Recorder of Bath. 
London : Bi rrrRwortss, 7, Fleet-street, Her Mejesty’s Law Publishers. 





Published this day, price 3s. ; the Original Work witn the Sup plement 
bound together ia cinth, 2is,, 
ECISIONS under the JUDICATURE ACTS, 
1873, 1875; together with ADDITIONAL ORDERS ana 
RULES, being a SUPPLEMENT to the ‘* Law and Practice of the 
eo Court of Judicature.” By ARUNDEL ROGERS, Esq., Barris- 
ter-at-Law. 

*,* These decisions (nambering about 150) are first referred to, 
under the sections of the Statutes, Orders, and Rules, seriaum, and 
then Alphabetically according to the subject-matter, and affect 
materially the new practice and procedure. 

London: BurtTsawortus, 7, Fleet-street, E.C. 





Will be ready very shortly, post free, 1s., 
T HE NEW PRACTICE CASES, containing Im- 
portant Decisions upon the Judicature Acts. By WILLIAM 
THOMAS CHARLEY, D.C.L. (Oxon.), M.P. 

These will be issuea every three mouths, or more freq tently if necee- 
sary, and will be continued as long as decisions affe sting the old prac- 
tice may arise of sufficient importance to interest the profession. 

Lendon: Wareatow & Sons. 


ED 


 EDE AND SON, 
ROBE Sass MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Jadicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c, 

SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &C 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 

94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. - 


Jan. 29, 18 








ALLIANCE.LIFE AND FIRE ASSURANCE COMPAN 
BARTHOLOMEW LANE, LONDON, E.C—-ESTABLISHED 1824. 





CAPITAL, 


£5,00+,000. 





BOARD OF DIRECTION. 
SIR MOSES MONTEFIORE, Barr., F.R.S., President. 


JAMES ALEXANDER, Esa. 

C. G. BARNETT, Esa. 

JAMES FLETCHER, Esa. 

RIGHT HON. G. J. GOSCHEN, M.P. 
SAMUEL GURNEY, Esa. 

JAMES HELME, Esa. 


RICHARD HOARE, Esa. 

SIR. C. M. LAMPSON, Bart. 
SAMPSON LUCAS, Esa. 
ELLIOT MACNAGHTEN, Ese. 
THOMAS MASTERMAN, Esa. 
J. M. MONTEFIORE, Esa. 


BARON L. N. DE RC. «SCHILD, 
HUGH COLIN SMITA, Esa. 


| SIR A. DE ROTHSCI ILD, Barr, 
| THOMAS CHARLES SMITA, Eso, 


AUDITORS. 


LORD EDWARD CAVENDISH. 
RIGHT HON. LORD R, GROSVENOR, M.P. 


FRANCIS A. LUCAS, Esa. 
N. M. DE ROTHSCHILD, Ese., M.P. 





WEST-END BRANCH :—1, Great Georce Street, WerstTMInsTER. 


GRANVILLE R. RYDER, Ese., M.P., Superintendent of the West-End Branch. 
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LIFE DEPARTMENT. 

In a Life Assurance Contract, Security should be the para- 
mount consideration, and next to Security in importance are the 
terms and conditions on which a Policy of Assurance may be 
obtained. The conditions of the Alliance have been recently 
revised and placed on a footing eminently favourable to the 
Assured, and the rates of Premium for Policies that do not 
participate in profits have been materially reduced. Persons 
are thus enabled to effect Assurances with the Office, free from 
unnecessary restrictions, and ata minimum cost in premiu ; 
while the Security afforded by the large Capital and Reserves of 
the Company is of the highest character. 

Participating Policyholders receive 80 per cent. of the 
declared divisible profit from all Life Assurances. 

Important concessions have been made to the Assured as 
regards Foreign residence and travel. 

Under favourable circumstances whole World Policies are 
granted free of extra premium. 


EDINBURGH—95, GEORGE STREET. 
LIVERPOOL—30, EXCHANGE STREET EAST. 
MANCHESTER—77, KING STREET. 
SHEFFIELD—35, GEORGE STREET. 





Policies acquire a surrender value after two annual p' 
have been paid. a 
The reduced Premiums for non-participating Policies take 

effect from Ist January, 1876, and the following are 5 
charges for Assurance for the whole of life :— 
£1 12s. 7d. per cent. per annum for life aged 20 next birthday 
2. 3 ”» + ” ” 30 
216 4 ” ” ” 40 
4 2 ” ” ? 4 Se 
Premiums for Policies payable during the lifetime of the 
Assured, and for other classes of non-participating Policies are 
equally favourable. 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
Fire Policies are granted on the usual terms. re 
The Directors are open to entertain applications for Agencies — 
from parties who are in a position to introduce business of @ 
high class. fF 


The Company have Branch Offices at the following places :— 


BIRMINGHAM—61, NEW STREET. 
IPSWICH—QUEEN STREET. 

BURY ST. EDMUNDS—MARKET HILL. 
WREXHAM—HIGH STREET (Fire branch only). 


Life and Fire proposal forms, detailed Prospectuses, and Statements of Aczounts may be had on application to 


the Head Office of the Company, or to any of the Branch Offices. 





ROBERT LEWIS, Secretary. 





HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 
Sazancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cur- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credi- 
balance dvesnot fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sates anv Purcnasts effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy,and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman, 


SOVEREIGN LIFE OFFICE 
(Founded 1845.) 





Assurers can obtain ADVANCES of £200 and upwards on Rever- 
sions, Annuities, &c,, also on guarantee of two or more first-class 
sureties. 

All names, with fall particulars, must be sent to the Secretary, 48, 
St. James’s-street, London, 8.W. 


EVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS 


THESE PROPERTIES ARE PURCHASED, OR LOANS 
GRANTED UPON THE SECURITY OF THEM, 


BY 
THE SCOTTISH EQUITABLE (MUTUAL) 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

Head Office—26, ST. ANDREW-SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 
London Office-69,KING WILLIAM-STREET, E.C. 

é Manager—T. B, SPRAGUE. Esq., M.A. 
Solicitors in London.—Messrs. BURTON, YEATES, & HABT, 
37, Lincola’s-inn-fields, 
Income, £277,700. Assets, £2,104,000, ° 
Every description of Life Insurancebusiness t; 
The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors, 








P2OVIDENT LIFE OFFICE, 0, Regent-streat, 
and 14, Cornhili, London, vee 
Established 1806, : 


Total Income .........008 £239,353 1 
Total Funds 1,852,832 
Present amount of existing Assurances witu Bonus Additions, 
£5,313,225. : 

Surplus applicable to Bonuses at last Quinquennial Valuation, 
£355,543 8s. 8d. ek 


LAW BEVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. i 


24, LINCOLN'S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 
CHatnman—Alfred H, Shadwell, Esq. 
Depoty-Cuainman—H, Cecil Raikes, Esq., M.P. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred ~~ 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary aad Contiageat [me 
terests. a 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions, Bae 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingeat, and also Endow= 
ments granted on favourabls terms. ; 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the office, ae 

C. B. CLABON, Secretary, 








a 








il 
NOTICE to HOLDERS of POLICIES and other CONTRACTS who 
have not sent in their CLAIMS. 


I\ the Matter of the EUROPEAN ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY ARBITRATION ACTS, 1872, 1873, and 1875.—The 
Arbitrator has directed that for the future premiums which feli dae 
between May 11, 1871, and January 12, 1872, and have not yet bea 
paid may be deducted from dividend instead of as heretofore the pty- 
ment of such premi being required before admission of the claim, 
All holders of policies and other contracts with the Companies sabjet 
to the above-mentioned Acts who have not seat in claims to us ara re- 
quired to do so without delay, even in cases ia whica thsy ssnt im 
claims to the Liquidators who were acting in ths Court of Casacaey 
All communications relative to this Notice are t» ba by prepsid 104 
letter, addressed to us here.—Dated this l4th day of January, 1876. 
By order of the Arbitrator, 

8. LOWELL a | Joint Oficial Liquidators, 

JNO. YOUNG, Europeso Assurauce Sazie:y. 

ter-chambers, Victoria-street, London, 5.W. 








3, West 











